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MINUTES OF THE MEETING

OF

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

December 9, 1991

Chairman James H. Jenkins, Jr. presiding.

Monday, December 9, 1991

Houston Foret 
Bert Jones
Norman McCall, Vice Chairman 
Warren Pol 
Jeff Schneider 
Pete Vujnovich
Secretary A. Kell Mclnnis III was also present.

Chairman Jenkins called for a motion for approval of the November 
8, 1991, Commission Minutes. A motion for approval was made by 
Mr. Vujnovich and seconded by Mr Schneider. The motion passed 
unanimously.
The Trout Plan was discussed with Mr. Pol advising that at the 
Committee meeting the statute that is to be presented to the 
Legislative Oversight Committee has been revised. A letter from 
Representative Randy Roach, Chairman of the Oversight Committee, 
was received asking that the Commissioners attend the meeting to 
explain the reason of justification for the proposed regulations. 
A short discussion ensued on the contents of the letter and it was 
recommended that Secretary Mclnnis write a letter to Representative 
Roach saying what position is being taken and that he and Chairman 
Jenkins will be attending. Action taken at the committee meeting 
extended the length of time along with a few legal changes which 
were recommended by the department's attorney. Legal Counsel, Don 
Puckett, read the revised notice of intent into the record. Mr. 
Jones made a motion that the Commission adopt the amendments to the 
notice of intent on spotted seatrout and submit them to the 
Legislative Oversight Committee. The motion was seconded by Mr. 
Pol. There being no discussion from the Commission or comments 
from the public a vote was called on the motion. The motion passed 
unanimously.



(The full text of the notice of 
intent is made a part of the record)

NOTICE OF INTENT

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

The Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby 
expresses its intent to adopt rules and regulations affecting the 
management of the spotted seatrout fishery in Louisiana.

TITLE 76
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 

Part VII. Fish and Other Aquatic Life

Chapter 3. Saltwater Sport and Commercial Fishery

Section 341. Spotted Seatrout Management Measures
The proposed rules and regulations are as follows:

A. There shall be a closed season for the commercial take 
from Louisiana waters, and a prohibition of the commercial 
possession of spotted seatrout, including but not limited to a 
prohibition of the possession of spotted seatrout on any vessel 
possessing or fishing any seine, gill net, trammel net, or hoop 
net, whether taken from within or without Louisiana waters, and the 
commercial sale, barter, or trade of spotted seatrout in Louisiana 
from 12:01 AM May l until midnight September 14 of every year.

B. There shall be a prohibition of the commercial take from 
Louisiana waters, and the commercial possession of spotted seatrout 
on the waters of the state, including but not limited to a 
prohibition of the possession of spotted seatrout during the closed 
period on any vessel possessing or fishing any seine, gill net, 
trammel net, or hoop net, whether taken from within or without 
Louisiana waters from sunset Friday through sunset Sunday for every 
weekend of the open commercial spotted seatrout season.

C. The annual commercial quota for spotted seatrout shall be 
one million pounds.

D. The commercial season for spotted seatrout shall be closed 
each year on 12:01 A.M. May 1, or when the quota has been reached, 
or when the staff of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
predicts the one million pound quota will be met, whichever comes 
first.

E. Nothing shall prohibit the possession, sale, barter or 
exchange by commercial fishermen off the water of fish legally 
taken during any open period, or commercial dealers and anyone
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other than a commercial fisherman licensed to sell, barter or 
exchange spotted seatrout from possessing, selling, bartering or 
trading spotted seatrout taken legally during any open period 
provided that those who are required to do so shall maintain 
appropriate records in accordance with R.S. 56:306.4.

This rule shall become effective on February 20, 1992.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with Act Number 157 of
the 1991 Regular Session of the Louisiana Legislature, R.S. 
56:6(25)(a); 56:325.3; 56:326.3.

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, LR 18: (1992).

Interested persons may submit written comments on the proposed 
rule to the following address before November 15, 1991: Acting
Secretary, Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Box 
98000, Baton Rouge, La. 70898-9000.

James H. Jenkins, Jr.
Chairman

The Environmental Group of America represented by Mr. Cyres Sevin 
was to address the Commission but Mr. Sevin was involved in an 
accident and had to be in court on this day. This item will be 
rescheduled.

The Fish Kills issue was addressed by Mr. Jones. Mr. Matthew 
Keppinger, Assistant Commissioner, Agriculture Environmental 
Science Programs, Mr. Bobby Simoneaux, Director of the Pesticide 
and Environmental Programs, Mr. David Fields, Assistant Director 
of Pesticide, Mr. Larry Lejeune, Assistant Director of Pesticide, 
and Mr. Peter Grandy, Program Coordinator for Food Safety from the 
Louisiana Department of Agriculture attended the Commission meeting 
and gave a presentation on the investigations of the fish kills 
that took place during the summer. Mr. Keppinger gave a brief 
overall review. Upon conclusion of the investigations it was 
determined that 15 of the 32 pesticides related fish kills either 
caused or contributed to the fish kill. In 17 of the 32 fish kills 
it was determined that it dissolved or was not determined. Reports 
that over spray were causing the fish kills were not the case.

Mr. Simoneaux gave a step by step account of the fish kills this 
past summer. Conclusions on four of the kill sites were given. 
One kill was caused by oxygen depletion? one a combination of low 
dissolved oxygen and the present of azinphos methyl? one a result 
of the azinphos methyl? and one in which no determination could be 
made. Actions taken by the Department of Agriculture this summer 
on the fish kills were explained. All necessary resources and
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personnel were utilized? the lab was to run fish kill samples with 
priority? expand ongoing water monitoring program for pesticides? 
the taking of water at all fish kill sites and monitoring of 
waterways in the sugar cane areas? field personnel and lab were to 
check for illegal pesticide use? prepare maps of the sugar cane 
areas showing sprayed fields near fish kill sites? maps would also 
show drainage that affected local canals and bayous? daily report 
from the director or assistant director of pesticides? and request 
technical assistance from Mobay. Following actions were taking in 
addition to the normal work plan for the monitoring of pesticides. 
Inspectors were notified that immediate on site complaint 
investigation and sample collection were to be made upon 
notification of a fish kill? Louisiana State University notified 
to focus on analyzing water and fish samples from the kill sites? 
manufacturers of azinphos methyl were notified? a past registrant 
of azodrin was notified? other agencies and organizations (LSU Agri 
Center, LA Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, LA Department of Environmental Quality and LA 
Department of Health and Hospitals) were notified? and various 
trade organizations in the sugar cane area were notified. A 
strategy plan to monitor application of pesticides in the area was 
written and approved as a working plan. The plan included a water 
monitoring program, a surface water monitoring program, 
environmental monitoring program, analysis of samples, state 
agencies and sugarcane interest, and identification and mapping of 
parish fish kill occurrences. A Blue Ribbon panel was formed which 
is an independent group of scientists to objectively analyze the 
data in order to arrive at conclusions in regards to the causes of 
the fish kills and make recommendations to the Department of 
Agriculture and Forestry regarding means and methods in responding 
to fish kills. The Louisiana Department of Agriculture and 
Forestry has the responsibility to investigate the circumstances 
of fish kills with regard to possible related pesticide use 
violations. The department responded to and investigated 32 fish 
kills which occurred in 16 parishes throughout Louisiana. Arising 
out of these investigations and other collectorial monitoring, the 
department took the following enforcement actions. Cooperated with 
the manufacture of azinphos methyl and suspended the sale, use and 
application of the pesticide on sugar cane? issued 53 stop orders? 
suspended three aerial applicator's certifications? issued three 
protective orders? supervised the cleanup of two pesticide spills? 
and currently have identified 22 incidents of pesticide use 
violations for additional enforcement action. It was pointed out 
that out of the 32 fish kills that were investigated by the 
Department of Agriculture the conclusions were that eight were 
caused by the presence of azinphos methyl? six were caused by a 
combination of low dissolved oxygen and the presence of azinphos 
methyl? 11 were clearly low oxygen level? 1 was not substantiated? 
1 was the result of the presence of endosulphane; one was clearly 
from mechanical mishaps? and four could not be determined.
Mr. Keppinger presented the Department of Agriculture's plan for 
future fish kills. This is a comprehensive plan of action to
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upgrade the response in future fish kills. The plan includes 
training, label modifications/ administrative policy procedures, 
monitoring enforcement and a fish kill panel. The water monitoring 
plan was discussed by Mr. Butch Stegel. There will be 88 stations 
and more can be added if needed.

Upon conclusion of the presentation questions were asked by the 
Commissioners on investigating of pesticides and fish kills, 
procedures, responsibility and coordination, if citations were 
written and procedure of such, who is to blame and who is to pay, 
if legislation was needed to handle this problem, permit s
requirements, funding of improvements, capability of handling the 
problems, and status of the 28 cases that came before the 
Agriculture Board. Department of Agriculture representatives 
advised that when they can they will bring violators to be 
prosecuted and under pesticide laws the Agriculture Department 
cannot issue citations, but believes DEQ and Wildlife and Fisheries 
can. The Agriculture Department can pull violator's licenses under 
the Administrative Procedure Act which allows the Commissioners or 
anyone in public office in an emergency to do this but they cannot 
suspend licenses under the pesticide law. When licenses are 
suspended the violators are charged with violations of the law and 
are brought before a judicatory hearing. A combined joint effort 
was encouraged by the Commission on this problem. Concluding, the 
Commission thanked the Louisiana Department of Agriculture for 
their presentation.

Chairman Jenkins asked if any of the public would like to comment 
on this issue.
Mr. Steve Wilson, Lafourche Parish, addressed the Commission and 
commented that there needs to be some kind of pesticide alert 
regardless of what the weather conditions are.
Mr. John Roussel presented data to Set the Offshore Shrimp Season
Closure in certain portions of the Gulf along with a resolution
for an emergency declaration. It was recommended that the season
in the portion of Louisiana offshore territorial waters from the
Mississippi state line to South Pass of the Mississippi River and
in the portion of Louisiana offshore territorial waters from the
eastern shore of Whiskey Pass in Terrebonne Parish to the western
shore of Vermilion Bay close on 12:01 a.m. January 1, 1992. It was
further recommended that the Secretary of the department be .
authorized to close the season in a part or all of those parts of |
the State territorial waters in Zones II and III remaining open, jj
if enforcement problems arise or if biological data indicates the
need to do so and also that the Secretary be authorized to set
special pink shrimp seasons or special white shrimp seasons if
technical data indicates sufficient quantities of marketable shrimp
are available.
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Chairman Jenkins called for discussion by the Commissioners. Mr. 
Foret commented and felt that this was not the thing to do because 
of the seabob fishery, and the boundary line problem with 
Enforcement and recommended that the Gulf be left alone, no hundred 
count and that sanctuaries be established. Texas is getting all of 
Louisiana's shrimp said Mr. Foret. Further discussion ensued 
between Mr. Foret, Mr. McCall, Major Charlie Clark and Mr. Roussel 
on these issues. Mr. McCall also recommended that the offshore 
season be left open year round. Discussion continued on the Shrimp 
Task Force, the three mile limit and the Shrimp Management Plan.

Chairman Jenkins called for comments from the public. The 
following people addressed the Commission.

Levi Burnet, Jr., commercial fisherman, President of Louisiana 
Fishermen, agrees with Mr. Foret and wants the Gulf left open year 
round.
Andy Valence, Mayor of Grand Isle, requested that the Gulf be left 
open.
Dean Blanchard, owner of Blanchard's Food, Inc., presented economic 
data showing comparison of shrimp prices for the years 1990 and 
1991 and commented that the Gulf should be left open.
Donald Liret, President, Terrebonne Fishermen's Organization, Vice 
Chairman, Barataria-Terrebonne Estuary Program and Citizen's 
Committee, agrees with Mr. Foret's comments and recommended that 
the resource be managed for the people of Louisiana, not Texas, and 
commented on the feasibility of creating sanctuaries out of the 
marsh restoration projects.

Chairman Jenkins at this point requested that Mr. Roussel give a 
history on the offshore shrimping area, the way it was in the past, 
when it was changed, etc. Mr. Roussel proceeded to give the 
history. Upon conclusion, the Commissioners questioned Mr. Roussel 
on the season and biological data. Discussion ensured between Mr. 
Roussel, Mr. McCall, Mr. Pol, Mr. Schneider and Mr. Jones on data, 
increased production, on leaving the season open year around, 
hundred count law, three mile limit, sanctuaries and shrimp plan. 
Mr. McCall suggested that the season be left open and go by the 
hundred count. Dr. Jerry Clark was asked to give the status on the 
shrimp plan and if sanctuaries were going to be addressed in the 
plan. Dr. Clark advised that there is a chapter in the plan on 
shrimp sanctuaries. LSU was to deliver the first draft at the end 
of last month but as of this date it has not been received. 
Chairman Jenkins asked if there were any other comments.

Steve Wilson, Lafourche Parish, is concerned about the 
Commissioners not receiving data on this so that a decision could 
be made. Guidelines need to be set up so that information is given 
to the Commissioners far in advance. Any kind of decision in any­
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one's best interest cannot be made when questions are being asked 
five minutes before voting on an issue. This is a serious problem, 
he said.

Mitch Theriot, Mathews, LA, Representative Elect for District 54, 
(southern part of Lafourche Parish and Grand Isle) requested that 
the Commissioners follow Mr. Foret's lead and do not close the Gulf 
of Mexico to the shrimping industry as this industry is vital to 
his district. He will do everything in his power as a legislator 
to see to it that it does remain open.

Ronald Picou, commercial fishermen, asked the Commissioners to 
consider what was being proposed to them for the benefit of the 
fishermen and the economy of the state of Louisiana; keep the Gulf 
open.

Roy Burke, Roy's Shrimp Company, Leeville, LA, requested that the 
Gulf be kept open year round.

Chairman Jenkins called on Legal Counsel, Mr. Don Puckett, and 
questioned the legal responsibility of the Commission for managing 
the season. It was advised that the Commission shall have the 
authority to open or close outside waters by zones each year as it 
deems appropriate based upon technical and biological information 
data which indicates that marketable shrimp in sufficient 
quantities are available for harvest. The hundred count provision 
says that during the spring open season defined in 497(a) there 
shall be no limitation as to count on any saltwater shrimp? (b) (1) 
states except as otherwise provided the possession count on 
saltwater white shrimp shall average no more than 100 specimens to 
the pound. Such count shall apply to the taking or possession of 
such shrimp aboard a vessel or at the dock except for shrimp that 
are legally documented as having been taken elsewhere. When more 
than fifty percent by weight taken or possessed of seabobs in a 
maximum allowable amount of undersize white shrimp taken or 
possessed shall not exceed ten percent. There is an exception for 
bait shrimp.
At this point, Mr. Foret made a motion that this shrimp plan be 
postponed until next month's meeting. The motion was seconded by 
Mr. McCall and passed unanimously.
Chairman Jenkins recessed the meeting for lunch until 1:30 p.m.

Chairman Jenkins called the meeting to order and proceeded with the 
items on the agenda.

An Update on Deer and Duck Seasons In Progress was give by Mr. Hugh 
Bateman. Mr. Bateman gave a brief review of the early November 
deer hunting season in Areas 2 and 3. There was excellent early 
hunting success partially due to the break in the weather 
conditions and there were no major problems. Some of the wildlife
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management areas in the western part of the state experienced the 
best hunting success that they have had in several years. Another 
season opened November 23rd in Areas 1 and 6 with no major problems 
but there was warm weather. The hunting success was good in some 
areas but was not the best for hunter comfort or having animals 
move. Overall the WMA's managed deer hunts over the Thanksgiving 
holidays were very successful in several regards. Numbers indicate 
that the highest number of hunting participants have taken one of 
the record harvest in terms of deer and the success rate in terms 
of hunting efforts per animal taken has been good. Statewide on 
the WMA's there has been over 40,000 hunting efforts with close to 
3,500 deer taken. Hunter's safety has been strongly emphasized 
this year through the department and sportswriter's columns. There 
has been one fatal hunting accident on a WMA this year and occurred 
at Fort Polk. Statewide there have been four fatal accidents.

Concluding, Mr. Bateman was questioned by Mr. Jones on the hunters 
participation in north Louisiana on some of the WMA's (Big Lake; 
Boeuf, and Saline) that had come under great duress concerning 
either-sex hunting. As a result of the negative publicity about 
the lack of deer on these WMA's last year these areas experienced 
about a forty percent decline in number of hunters. Other public 
areas opened early in the western part of the state this year which 
attracted hunters and may have accounted for part of the decline 
in hunting effort on the these WMA's. A breakdown of hunter's 
efforts and kills were given for each area. The department does 
and has maintained a position that either-sex hunting should occur 
on these WMA's and bears out the position that there remains a good 
deer herd on the areas. There is no reason for the department to 
change their management of these areas.

Mr. Robert Helm was asked to give the update on the waterfowl 
season. The waterfowl survey was finished just prior to the 
hunting season in the west zone. Surveys of Catahoula Lake and the 
coastal zone indicated that there were 2.8 million ducks within the 
area which was up twenty five percent from last year and highest 
recorded since 1980. There were record low temperatures in early 
November forcing a lot of the waterfowl to head south. The habitat 
conditions were very good this year being wetter than it has been 
in the past few years and water levels in the marsh were up above 
average. In the southwest coastal zone hunting success is reported 
to be much reduced. Moving west, in the areas of Burn, Mermentau 
and west of the Calcasieu, hunting success appears to have been 
high. In the rice country in southwest Louisiana there was poor 
hunting success but goose hunting has been good. Southeast 
Louisiana was hampered by fog, warm weather and low tides? however, 
the hunting in places such as the Delta Mississippi was good, 
Biloxi WMA was poor, Delacroix area was good. Hunting on Catahoula 
Lake started very well but fell off as the birds were just moving 
in mass instead of groups. In the northeast area the hunting in 
the river bottoms was good, particularly along the Mississippi 
River, Ouachita River and Bouef but poor hunting in the fields.
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Waterfowl hunting reports were given on Manchac WMA, Catahoula, 
District VI, Pass-a-Loutre, Atchafalaya Delta, and Pointe-au- 
Chien. Concluding, Mr. Helm advised that the second survey was 
to begin today but due to the weather it was cancelled; however it 
should be finished by the end of the week .

A Resolution/Notice of Intent on seismic Fee Schedule, 3-D Airguns 
was presented by Ms. Bettsie Baker. The rule is being amended to 
incorporate 3-D seismic fees with the use of airguns in the oyster 
red line area. This is a relatively new technology that has been 
used on land principally and is now being incorporated into shallow 
water areas. The department has been meeting with oil industry 
representatives for the last thirteen months evaluating everything 
from the environmental impacts, habitat impacts and biological 
impacts by the use of airguns. The department has also met with 
the Minerals Subcommittee to discuss this issues. Ms. Baker read 
the resolution and notice of intent on seismic fees. Following the 
reading of the resolution and notice of intent the Commissioners 
questioned Ms. Baker on how this was going to affect the oyster 
lease holders, fees compability to dynamite rates and if this would 
cause a loss to the department. Ms. Anna Shaunssey representing 
the oil industry and the International Association of Geophysical 
Contractors spoke on the schedule of fees for the 3-D Airgun. She 
said the fees are a lot higher than were discussed at the meetings 
over the last year and as they stand now the companies see them at 
least double of the dynamite fees. They would like to discuss this 
with the Commission and show them a little more in detail how the 
fees are calculated for dynamite and also give examples of the two 
different surveys. The industry cannot support these high fees. 
A short discussion ensued on the 3-D Airguns fees and it was 
decided that the industry would make a presentation to the 
Commission at the January 7th meeting. Chairman Jenkins called 
for a motion on the resolution with attached notice of intent. A 
motion was made by Mr. Schneider and seconded by Mr. McCall. The 
motion passed unanimously.

(The full text of the resolution is 
made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

SEISMIC FEES

WHEREAS, Title 76:301 (AG) requires the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission to periodically review seismic fees,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby give notice of its intent to amend 
rules and regulations for seismic fees, the Notice of 
Intent attached to and made a part of this resolution is 
hereby approved.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
the authority to take any and all necessary steps on 
behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate 
this notice of intent and the final rule, including but 
not limited to the filing of the Fiscal and Economic 
Impact Statements, the filing of the Notice of Intent and 
preparation of reports and correspondence to other 
agencies of government.

December 9, 1991

James H. Jenkins 
Chairman

A. Kell Mclnnis III 
Acting Secretary

(The full text of the notice is 
made a part of the record)

NOTICE OF INTENT
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

The Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby 
expresses its intent to amend and adopt rules and regulations 
pertaining to seismic operations and the use of airgun surveys on 
designated red lined oyster grounds belonging to the state of 
Louisiana.

TITLE 76
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

PART I. WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION AND 
AGENCIES THEREUNDER

Chapter 3. Special Powers and Duties 

Subchapter A. Seismic Exploration 

301. Regulation

The proposed amendment is as follows:

AG. Seismic operators making application to work on any 
designated red lined oyster seed ground belonging to the state of 
Louisiana will be required to pay the following fees in addition 
to the supervisory fees: $100 per drilled shot hole or $1000 per
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linear mile, whichever is greater, for reflective or refractive 
cable. For airguns only, the following fees apply: $1000 per 
linear mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet;
$ 400 per linear mile in water depths greater than five feet and 
less than or equal to 10 feet deep? $ 200 per linear mile in water 
depths greater than 10 feet; OR, for 3-D airgun surveys: $25000 
per square mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet; 
$ 10000 per square mile in water depths greater than five feet and 
less than or equal to 10 feet deep; $ 5000 per square mile in 
water depths greater than 10 feet.

All of these fees are to be paid in advance. All fees will 
be reviewed each January.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 30:214 and 
R.S. 36: 609.

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, LR 4:300 (August 
1978), amended LR 10:410 (May 1984), LR 13:115 (February 1987), 
amended LR 18: (1992).

Interested persons may submit written comments on the proposed 
rule to the following address before February 14, 1992: Karen 
Foote, Administrator, Fisheries Research Division, Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries, Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

James H. Jenkins, Jr.
Chairman

Ms. Wynnette Kees presented an Update on Civil Penalties 
Restitution Program. The department collected 54 payments for the 
month of November totalling about $4,300. Information packages 
were sent to 150 Judges and 42 District Attorneys which should help 
get the word out about the program.
The Monthly Law Enforcement Program was given by Lt. Colonel 
Charlie Clark. The following number of cases were made in the 
Regions for the month of November.

Region I - 215 cases.

Region II - 164 cases.

Region III - 183 cases.

Region IV - 98 cases.
Region V - 243 cases.

Region VI - 121 cases.
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Region VII - 238 cases.

Region VIII - 356 cases.

Region IX - 374 cases.
The Oyster Strike Force made 68 cases and SWEP made 9 cases. The 
total number of cases made for the month of November was 2,084. 
This is the time of year when the number of boating cases decline 
and the number of hunting cases increase. The Commissioners 
questioned Lt. Colonel Clark on some of the cases. It was 
clarified that the cases made by the Oyster Strike Force were not 
duplicated in the Region's case report and are filed directly 
through Major Tommy Candies' office. The hunting from a moving 
vehicle violation is generally in connection with hunting at night 
and shining. It was advised that this was the month that the SWEP 
crew took leave. It was clarified that a person did not have to 
have a hunting license to buy a Louisiana Duck Stamp and there were 
a few parishes (Lincoln and East Carroll) that won't sell them 
unless a person has his hunting license. About three years ago the 
people who sold the licenses in the different Sheriff's offices 
were brought in for a training session and it was suggested that 
another training session might be in order.

Secretary Mclnnis gave the D. A.'s Report. A synopsis of the 
reporting system was given. The input began on October 1st, and 
both the citation and disposition data is being entered now by the 
Regional secretaries. Training was provided for the regional 
personnel. The Class 1 violations and civil restitutions are 
strictly an in house program and do not go through the District 
Attorney's offices. This makes the same amount of work for the 
department but reduces the amount of reports that the District 
Attorney has to return to the department. This should enable the 
D.A.'s to give better attention to the cases that are there before 
him. There is still some confusion on some of the cases where the 
they have been changed to a Class I due to legislative action but 
this is being worked out.

The Secretary's Report was given to the Commissioners by Secretary 
Mclnnis. Mr. Mclnnis reported on the Sicily Island Hills tract 
which was signed and purchased last week; the non-navigable 
waterbottoms project and the Phillips decision; Coastal Wetland 
Task Force joint meeting between the technical and executive 
committees; oversight on Confidentiality proposed rule which passed 
with the modification of adding the Legislative Committee; ongoing 
meetings with the Transition Team; working with staff to refine the 
alligator rules; activities going on in the Habitat Conservation 
Division; commercial seatrout landings in October were 44,764 
pounds which brings the total to 72,094 pounds. Upcoming meetings 
are the Marine Recreational Board and a meeting between Louisiana,
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Mississippi and Alabama in Biloxi, Mississippi pertaining to 
boarder problems from state to state.

Legal Counsel, Mr. Don Puckett, presented the Amended Commission 
By Laws to the Commission. Draft copies of the by laws were sent 
to each of the Commissioners. Mr. Puckett presented the changes 
individually which were few and minimal. Upon completion of 
presentation Mr. Schneider made a motion that the amended 
Commission By Laws be adopted. The motion was seconded by Mr. 
Vujnovich and passed unanimously.

The Election of LWFC Chairman and Vice Chairman was held. Mr. 
Schneider nominated Mr. James H. Jenkins, Jr. as Chairman for 1992 
and Mr. Norman McCall as Vice Chairman for 1992. There being no 
other nominations, Mr. Pol moved that the nominations be closed and 
accepted with Mr. Vujnovich seconding the motion. Chairman Jenkins 
called for a vote on the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Chairman Jenkins called for Public Comments.

Mr. Charles Leday, Terrebonne Parish, addressed the Commission on 
the hunting regulations (restrictions) in Kisatchie National Forest 
and also the muzzleloader season. There are private lands inside 
forest boundaries which allows those hunters belonging to hunting 
clubs to hunt 61 days while the public can only hunt 21 days. He 
does not believe the deer will repopulate with regulations like 
this. The only ones that will benefit are the hunting clubs and 
the public will be left out. The muzzleloader season is in between 
two gun seasons which causes problems with the deer settling down 
long enough for the muzzleloader hunter to shoot at. This season 
should be put two weeks before the gun season ever opens up. Also, 
since the season is only from Monday through Friday a lot of people 
cannot hunt. It was explained to Mr. Leday that the regulations 
do not restrict a person to hunt only during muzzleloader season 
with a muzzleloader and a person can hunt 66 days in Area 2 with 
a muzzleloader.

Mr. Don Puckett, Legal Counsel, addressed the Commission. Mr. 
Puckett asked the Commissioners to waive the rules to formally take 
up an item that was not published on the agenda. The item concerns 
Unfinished Business Regarding Dravo Dredging Company's Lease in 
Pontchartrain pertaining to the payment of the guaranteed annual 
minimal royalty for the last year of their lease wherein dredging 
was suspended because of lack of a permit from DEQ. A motion to 
waive the rules was called for by Chairman Jenkins. Mr. Schneider 
made a motion to waive the rule and take up this item. The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Jones and passed unanimously. This item was 
taken up in September of last year and from the comments made it 
was the Commission's inclination to waive the guaranteed annual 
minimal royalty. The lease provides if for some reason the lessee 
cannot dredge because of permit restrictions or suspension it is 
the Commission's prerogative to waive the $640,000 per year.
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Dravo1s dredging during the first portion of the lease more than 
covered three times $640,000. At this time, Mr. Puckett asked Mr. 
Pete Franklin of Dravo and Mr. Jim Burton, Outside Counsel for 
Dravo, to address the Commission and present their case for waiving 
the guaranteed annual minimal royalty for the 1990-91 dredging 
year.

Before Mr. Franklin and Mr. Burton took the floor, Mr. Jones asked 
about the status of the shell mitigation. It was explained that 
the plan that was worked out and acceptable to everyone was 
contingent upon some sub-contract or other arrangements between 
Dravo and Louisiana Materials, which has the new lease. If an 
arrangement could not be worked out they would have to renegotiate 
with the Commission. Both of the parties were advised that the 
Commission and department needed to know if the possibility of a 
sub-contact was a reality so that alternative negotiations or 
litigation could be considered. No answer has been received as of 
this date as the President of Louisiana Dredging is in London and 
Mr. Puckett has asked that he call either today or tomorrow. 
Chairman Jenkins asked about time constraints for waiving the 
minimal royalty payments and it was advised that this could be done 
at any time. Chairman Jenkins suggested that the Commission wait 
and see if the shell dredging matter was going to be resolved 
before the minimal royalty payment be taken up.

Mr. Franklin and Mr. Burton went on to address the Commission on 
the royalty issue. Mr. Burton and Mr. Franklin explained the 
situation concerning the DEQ waste water discharge permit and the 
"cease and desist" order from the Louisiana Department of Wildlife 
and Fisheries. A waiver of the minimal royalty for the last year 
was requested and in September it was decided that the request was 
reasonable and would be treated fairly as there was no indication 
that Dravo would ever get to dredge, therefore the issue would be 
deferred until the end of the lease term. Dravo never did get to 
dredge but still has a bid bond which is supported by letters of 
credit and this is a financial hardship on the company. Mr. Burton 
asked that this item not be deferred today. On the other issue, 
shell mitigation, Dravo has been addressing this in good faith and 
there have been several problems. At this time Mr. Franklin 
addressed the Commission on the shell mitigation issue reiterating 
the good faith that Dravo has put forward in this matter and the 
circumstances that took place. Upon conclusion of discussion on 
this issue between Dravo and Commissioners, Chairman Jenkins asked 
what was the pleasure of the Commission. There being no motion 
to waive the minimal royalty payments therefore no action was taken 
on this matter.

Chairman Jenkins called for other public comments. There being no 
other business to be brought before the Commission, Chairman 
Jenkins called for a motion to adjourn the December 9, 1991, 
Commission meeting. A motion was made by Mr. McCall for
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Adjournment of the meeting and seconded by Mr. Jones. Chairman 
Jenkins called for a vote on the motion. The motion passed 
unanimously.

A. Kell Mclnnis III 
Secretary

AKM:sb
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING 

OF

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

December 9, 1991

Chairman James H. Jenkins, Jr. presiding.

Monday, December 9, 1991

Houston Foret 
Bert Jones 
Norman McCall 
Warren Pol 
Jeff Schneider 
Pete Vujnovich

Secretary A. Kell Mclnnis III was also present.

Chairman Jenkins called for a motion for approval of the November 
8, 1991, Commission Minutes. A motion for approval was made by 
Mr. Vujnovich and seconded by Mr Schneider. The motion passed 
unanimously.

The Trout Plan was discussed with Mr. Pol advising that at the 
Committee meeting the statute that is to be presented to the 
Legislative Oversight Committee has been revised. A letter from 
Representative Randy Roach, Chairman of the Oversight Committee, 
was received asking that the Commissioners attend the meeting to 
explain the reason of justification for the proposed regulations. 
A short discussion ensued on the contents of the letter and it was 
recommended that Secretary Mclnnis write a letter to Representative 
Roach saying what position is being taken and that he and Chairman 
Jenkins will be attending. Action taken at the committee meeting 
extended the length of time along with a few legal changes which 
were recommended by the department's attorney. Legal Counsel, Don 
Puckett, read the revised notice of intent into the record. Mr. 
Jones made a motion that the Commission adopt the amendments to the 
notice of intent on spotted seatrout and submit them to the 
Legislative Oversight Committee. The motion was seconded by Mr. 
Pol. There being no discussion from the Commission or comments 
from the public a vote was called on the motion. The motion passed 
unanimously.



(The full text of the notice of 
intent is made a part of the record)

NOTICE OF INTENT

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

The Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby 
expresses its intent to adopt rules and regulations affecting the 
management of the spotted seatrout fishery in Louisiana.

TITLE 76
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 

Part VII. Fish and Other Aquatic Life

Chapter 3. Saltwater Sport and Commercial Fishery

Section 341. Spotted Seatrout Management Measures

The proposed rules and regulations are as follows:

A. There shall be a closed season for the commercial take 
from Louisiana waters, and a prohibition of the commercial 
possession of spotted seatrout, including but not limited to a 
prohibition of the possession of spotted seatrout on any vessel 
possessing or fishing any seine, gill net, trammel net, or hoop 
net, whether taken from within or without Louisiana waters, and the 
commercial sale, barter, or trade of spotted seatrout in Louisiana 
from 12:01 AM May 1 until midnight September 14 of every year.

B. There shall be a prohibition of the commercial take from 
Louisiana waters, and the commercial possession of spotted seatrout 
on the waters of the state, including but not limited to a 
prohibition of the possession of spotted seatrout during the closed 
period on any vessel possessing or fishing any seine, gill net, 
trammel net, or hoop net, whether taken from within or without 
Louisiana waters from sunset Friday through sunset Sunday for every 
weekend of the open commercial spotted seatrout season.

C. The annual commercial quota for spotted seatrout shall be 
one million pounds.

D. The commercial season for spotted seatrout shall be closed 
each year on 12:01 A.M. May 1, or when the quota has been reached, 
or when the staff of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
predicts the one million pound quota will be met, whichever comes 
first.

E. Nothing shall prohibit the possession, sale, barter or 
exchange by commercial fishermen off the water of fish legally 
taken during any open period, or commercial dealers and anyone
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other than a commercial fisherman licensed to sell, barter or 
exchange spotted seatrout from possessing, selling, bartering or 
trading spotted seatrout taken legally during any open period 
provided that those who are required to do so shall maintain 
appropriate records in accordance with R.S. 56:306.4.

This rule shall become effective on February 20, 1992.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with Act Number 157 of
the 1991 Regular Session of the Louisiana Legislature, R.S. 
56:6(25)(a); 56:325.3; 56:326.3.

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, LR 18: (1992).

Interested persons may submit written comments on the proposed 
rule to the following address before November 15, 1991: Acting
Secretary, Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, Box 
98000, Baton Rouge, La. 70898-9000.

James H. Jenkins, Jr.
Chairman

The Environmental Group of America represented by Mr. Cyres Sevin 
was to address the Commission but Mr. Sevin was involved in 
accident and had to be in court on this day. This item wi-i 'be 
rescheduled.

The Fish Kills issue was addressed by Mr^Joffes. Mr. Matthew 
Keppinger, Assistant Commissioner, Agriculture Environmental 
Science Programs, Mr. Bobby SimoneaipefDirector of the Pesticide 
and Environmental Programs, Mr. Datfid Fields, Assistant Director 
of Pesticide, Mr. LarryyLejeune/Assistant Director of Pesticide, 
and Mr. Peter Grandy, Program Coordinator for Food Safety from the 
Louisiana Department of Agriculture attended the Commission meeting 
and gave a presentation on the investigations of the fish kills 
that took place during the summer. Mr. Keppinger gave a brief 
overall review. Upon conclusion of the investigations it was 
determined that 15 of the 32 pesticides related fish kills either 
caused or contributed to the fish kill. In 17 of the 32 fish kills 
it was determined that it dissolved or was not determined. Reports 
that over spray were causing the fish kills were not the c a s e ^ ^ ^ ^ j ^ -

Mr. Simoneaux gave a step by step re=-AnrnuRter<of the fish kills 
this past summer. Conclusions on four of the kill sites were 
given. One kill was caused by oxygen depletion; one a combination 
of low dissolved oxygen and the present of azinphos methyl; one a 
result of the azinphos methyl; and one in which no determination 
could be made. An account of— thp potions taken by the Department 
of Agriculture this summer on the fish kills were explained. All
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Louisiana

necessary resources and personnel were utilized? the lab was to run 
fish kill samples with priority? expand ongoing water monitoring 
program for pesticides? the taking of water at all fish kill sites 
and monitoring of waterways in the sugar cane areas? field 
personnel and lab were to check for illegal pesticide use? prepare 
maps of the sugar cane areas showing sprayed fields 
near fish kill sites? maps would also show drainage that affected 
local canals and bayous ? daily report from the director ul~ 
assistant director of pesticides; and request teghfrirealassistance 
from Mobay. Following actions were taJU^tg^in addition to the 
normal work plan for the monitorinopf^esticides. Inspectors 
notified that immediate on site^edmplaint investigationpud^ample 

were to be taken^upon notification^^f^-^rish kill?
:y notified to focus oiydfialyzing water and 

fish samples from the^Jctti—sitgs? manufactures of azinphos methyl 
were notified? a past registranE^of azodrin'was notified? other 
agencies and organizations (LSU Aglj. Center, LA Department of jyr
Wildlife and Fisheries, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Department of Environmental Quality and LA Department of Healtttand / 
Hospitals) were notified? and various trade organizations in the 1 0 
sugar cane area were notified. A strategy^ptan to monitor 
application of pesticides in the area was written and approved as 
a working plan. The plan included a w^termonitoring program, 
surface water monitoring program, epyarfonmental monitoring-program, 
analysis of samples, state agepEies and sugaxc^jie-^interest, and 
identification and mapping of Parish fisb--ktiT‘*occurrences. a  Blue 
Ribbon panel was formed which ■wae-^is an independent group of

I r rt i **r 1 y~ urinl yniin the data in order to arrive at 
conclusions in regards to the causes of the fish kills and make 
recommendations to the Department of Agriculture and Forestry 
regarding means and methods in responding to fish kills. The 
Louisiana Department of Agriculture and Forestry has the 
responsibility to investigate the circumstances of fish killsjaLi-th/ ' 
regard to possible related pesticide use violations^ The1—
department responded to and investigated 32 fj^hT^kills which 
occurred in 16 parishes throughout Louisiana-Arising out of these 
investigations and other collectorial mopitoring, the department 
took the following enforcement actiop^T Cooperated with the 
manufacture of azinphos methyl and suspended the sale, use and 
application of the pesticide on sugarpane; issued 53 stop orders; 
suspended three aerial applicator's certifications? issued three 
protective orders; supervised the cleanup of two pesticide spills; 
and currently have identified 22 incidents of pesticide use 
violations for additional enforcement action. It was pointed out 
that out of the 32 fish kills that were investigated by the 
Department of Agriculture the conclusions were that eight was 
caused by the presence of azinphos methyl? six wa©rcaused oy a 
combination of low dissolved oxygen and the presence of azinphos 
methyl? 11 were clearly low oxygen level? 1 was not substantiated?
1 was the result of the presence of endosulphane ? one was clearly

-sciontlnt-9 to obt
v  r* 1  n e * - i  e  *5 rt
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Mr. Keppinger presented the Department of Agriculture's plan for 
future fish kills. This is a comprehensive plan of action to 
upgrade the response in future fish kills. The plan includes 
training, label modifications, administrative policy procedures, 
monitoring enforcement and a fish kill panel. The water monitoring 
plan was discussed by Mr. Butch Stegel. There will be 88 stations 
and more can be added if needed.

Upon conclusion of the presentation questions were asked by the 
Commissioners on investigating of pesticides and fish kills, 
procedures, responsibility and coordination, if citations were 
written and procedure of such, who is to blame and who is to pay, 
if legislation was needed to handle this problem, permit 
requirements, funding of improvements, capability of handling the 
problems, and status of the 28 cases that came before the 
Agriculture Board. Department of Agriculture representatives 
advised that when they can they will bring violators to be 
prosecuted and under pesticide laws the Agriculture Department 
cannot issue citations, but believes DEQ and Wildlife and Fisheries 
can. The Agriculture Department can pull violator's licenses under 
the Administrative Procedure Act which allows the Commissioners or 
anyone in public office in an emergency to do this but they cannot 
suspend licenses under the pesticide law. When licenses are 
suspended the violators are charged with violations of the law and 
are brought before a judicatory hearing. A combined joint effort 
was encouraged by the Commission on this problem. Concluding, the 
Commission thanked the Louisiana Department of Agriculture for 
their presentation.

Chairman Jenkins asked if any of the public would like to comment 
on this issue.

Mr. Steve Wilson, Lafourche Parish, addressed the Commission and 
commented that there needs to be some kind of pesticide alert 
regardless of what the weather conditions are.

Mr. John Roussel presented data to Set the Offshore Shrimp Season 
closure in certain portions of the Gulf along with a resolution 
for an emergency declaration^! It was recommended that the season 
in the portion of Louisiancr'offshore territorial waters from the 
Mississippi state line to South Pass of the Mississippi River and 
in the portion of Louisiana offshore territorial waters from the 
eastern shore of Whiskey Pass in Terrebonne Parish to the western 
shore of Vermilion Bay close on 12:01 a.m. January 1, 1992. It was 
further recommended that the Secretary of the department be 
authorized to close the season in a part or all of those parts of 
the State territorial waters in Zones II and III remaining open, 
if enforcement problems arise or if biological data indicates the 
need to do so and also that the Secretary be authorized to set 
special pink shrimp seasons or special white shrimp seasons if 
technical data indicates sufficient quantities of marketable shrimp 
are available.
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Chairman Jenkins calledytor discussion by the Commissioners. Mr. 
Foret commented and feLc that this was not the thing to do because 
of the seabob fishery, and the boundary line problem with 
Enforcement and recommended that the Gulf be left alone, no hundred 
count and that sanctuaries be established. Texas is getting all of 
Louisiana's shrimp/ Further discussion ensued between Mr. Foret, 
Mr. McCall, Major Charlie Clark and Mr. Roussel on these issues. 
Mr. McCall also recommended that the offshore season be left open 
year round. Discussion continued on the Shrimp Task Force, the 
three mile limit and the Shrimp Management Plan.

Chairman Jenkins called for comments from the public. The 
following people addressed the Commission.

Levi Burnet, Jr., commercial fisherman, President of Louisiana 
Fishermen, agrees with Mr. Foret and wants the Gulf left open year 
round.

Andy Valence, Mayor of Grand Isle, requested that the Gulf be left 
open.

Dean Blanchard, owner of Blanchard's Food, Inc., presented economic 
data showing comparison of shrimp prices for the years 1990 and 
1991 and commented that the Gulf should be left open.

Donald Liret, President, Terrebonne Fishermen's Organization, Vice 
Chairman, Barataria-Terrebonne Estuary Program and Citizen's 
Committee, agrees with Mr. Foret's comments and recommended thdt 
the resource be managed for the people of Louisiana, not Texas/and 
the feasibility of creating sanctuaries out of the marsh 
restoration projects.

Chairman Jenkins at this point requested that Mr. Roussel give a 
history on the offshore shrimping area, the way it was in the past, 
when it was changed, etc. Mr. Roussel proceeded to give the 
history. Upon conclusion, the Commissioners questioned Mr. Roussel 
on the season and biological data. Discussion ensured between Mr. 
Roussel, Mr. McCall, Mr. Pol, Mr. Schneider and Mr. Jones on data, 
increased production, on leaving the season open year around, 
hundred count law, three mile limit, sanctuaries and shrimp plan. 
Mr. McCall suggested that the season be left open and go by the 
hundred count. Dr. Jerry Clark was asked to give the status on the 
shrimp plan and if sanctuaries were going to be addressed in the 
plan. Dr. Clark advised that there is a chapter in the plan on 
shrimp sanctuaries. LSU was to deliver the first draft at the end 
of last month but as of this date it has not been received. 
Chairman Jenkins asked if there were any other comments.

Steve Wilson, Lafourche Parish, is concerned about the 
Commissioners not receiving data on this so that a decision could 
be made. Guidelines need to be set up so that information is given
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le Commissioners far in advance. Any kind of decision in any- 
best interest cannot be made when questions are being asked 
minutes before voting on an issue. This is a serious problem^

Mitch Teriot, Matthews, LA, Representative Elect for District 54, 
(southern part of Lafourche Parish and Grand Isle) requested that 
the Commissioners follow Mr. Foret's lead and do not close the Gulf 
of Mexico to the shrimping industry as this industry is vital to 
his district. He will do everything in his power as a legislator 
to see to it that it does remain open. , ._____- _______ ____________ ________ WtM-
Ronald Picou, comm^rexaT fishermen, asked the Commissioners to 
consider what tt^Seing proposed to them for the benefit of the 
fishermen and the economy of the State of Louisiana; keep the Gulf 
open.

Roy Burke, Roy's Shrimp Company, Leeville, LA, requested that the 
Gulf be kept open year round.

Chairman Jenkins called on Legal Counsel, Mr. Don Puckett, and 
questioned the legal responsibility of the Commission f o r manaa-jncr 
the season. It was advised that the Commission— shaiT’̂fiave the 
authority to open or close outside waters—by^zones each year as it 
deems appropriate egon aanporLlun" USfillSmd* based upon technical and 
biological information data which indicates that marketable shrimp 
in sufficient quantities are available for harvest. The hundred 
count provision says that during the spring open season defined in 
97(a) there shall be no limitation as to count on any saltwater 

shrimp; (b) (1) states except as otherwise provided the possession 
coun^\on saltwater white shrimp shall average no more than 100 
specimens to the pound. Such count shall apply to the taking or 
possession of such shrimp aboard a vessel or at the dock except for 
shrimp that are legally documented as having been taken elsewhere. 
When more than fifty percent by weight taken or possessed of 
seabobs in a maximum allowable amount of undersize white shrimp 
taken or possessed shall not exceed ten percent. There is an 
exception for bait shrimp.

At this point, Mr. Foret made a motion that this shrimp plan be 
postponed until next month's meeting. The motion was seconded by 
Mr. McCall and passed unanimously.

Chairman Jenkins recessed the meeting for lunch until 1:30 p.m.

Chairman Jenkins called the meeting to order and proceeded with the 
items on the agenda.

An Update on Deer and Duck Seasons In Progress was give by Mr. Hugh
Bateman. Mr. Bateman gave a brief review of the early November 
deer hunting season in Areas 2 and 3. There was excellent early 
hunting success partially due to the break in the weather 
conditions and there were no major problems. Some of the wildlife
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management areas in the western part of the state experienced the 
best hunting success that they have had in several years. Another 
season opened November 23eq in Areas 1 and 6 with no major problems 
but there was warm weather. The hunting success was good in some 
areas but was not thev^est for hunter comfort or having animals 
move. Overall the WMA*% managed deer hunts over the Thanksgiving 
holidays were very successful in several regards. Numbers indicate 
that the highest number of hunting participants have taken one of 
the record harvest in terms of deer and the success rate in terms 
of hunting efforts per animal taken has been good. Statewide on 
the WMA's there has been over 40,000 hunting efforts with close to 
3,500 deer taken. Hunter's safety has been strongly emphasized 
this year through the department and sportswriter1 s columns. There 
has been one fatal hunting accident on a WMA this year and occurred 

Fort Polk. Statewide there has been four fatal accident:

Concluding, Mr. Bateman was questioned by Mr. Jones on the hunters 
participation in north Louisiana on some of the WMA's (Big Lake, 
Boeuf, and Saline) that had come under great duress concerning 
either-sex hunting. As a result of the negative publicity about 
the lack of deer on these WMA's last year these areas experienced 
about a forty percent decline in number of hunters. Other public 
areas opened early in the western part of the state this year which 
attracted hunters and may have accounted for part of the decline 
in hunting effort on the these WMA's. A breakdown of hunter's 
efforts and kills were given for each area. The department does 
anEh-hawe maintained a position that either-sex hunting should occur 
on these WMA's and bears out the position that there remains a good 
deer herd on the areas. There is no reason for the department to 
change their management of these areas.

Mr. Robert Helm was asked to give the update on the waterfowl 
season. The waterfowl survey was finished just prior to the 
hunting season in the west zone. Surveys of Catahoula Lake and the 
coastal zone indicated that there were 2.8 million ducks within the 
area which was up twenty five percent from last year and highest 
recorded since 1980. There were record low temperatures in early 
November forcing a lot of the waterfowl to head south. The habitat> 
conditions were very good this year being wetter than it has beeir 
in the past few years and water levels in the marsh were-up—above 
average. In the southwest coastal zone hunting success" is reported^ 
to be much reduced. Moving west, in the area oE/feurn, Mermenteau ) 
and west of Calcasieu, hunting success appears to-have been hiqhu/ 
In the rice country in southwest Louisiana there was pb'oimuriting 
success but goose hunting has been good. Southeast Louisiana was 
hampered by fog, warm weather and low tides; however, the hunting 
in places such as the Delta Mississippi was good, Biloxi WMA was 
poor, Delacroix area was good. Hunting on Catahoula Lake started 
very well but fell off as the birds were just moving in mass 
instead of groups. In the northeast area the hunting in the river 
bottoms was good, particularly along the Mississippi River, 
Ouachita River and Bouef but poor hunting in the fields. Waterfowl
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hunting reports were given on Manchac WMA, Catahoula, District VI, 
Pass-a-Loutre, Atchafalaya Delta, and Pointe-au-Chien. 
Concluding, Mr. Helm advised that the second survey was to begin 
today but due to the weather it was cancelled? however it should 
be finished by the end of the week .

A Resolution/ Notice of Intent on Seismic Fee Schedule, 3-D 
Airguns was presented by Ms. Bettsie Baker. The rule is being 
amended to incorporate 3-D seismic fees with the use of airguns in 
the oyster red line area. This is a relatively new technology that 
has been used on land principally and is now being incorporated 
into shallow water areas. The department has been meeting with 
oil industry representatives for the last thirteen months 
evaluating everything from the environmental impacts, habitat 
impacts and biological impacts by the use of airguns. The 
department has also met with the Minerals Subcommittee to discuss** 
this issues. Ms. Baker read the resolution and notice ofJrfrtent 
on seismic fees. Following the reading of the res^ltrtion and 
notice of intent the Commissioners questioned Ms. Bajser on how this 
was going to affect the oyster lease holders, f^escompability to 
dynamite rates and if this would cause a losfc'to the department. 
Ms. Anna Shaunssey representing the oil industry and the 
International Association of GeophysicalCont-ractors -speke-on—the"" 
schedule of fees for the 3-D Airgun. <f"'me fees are a lot higher 
than were discussed at the meetings over the last year and as they 
stand now the companies see them at least double of the dynamite 
fees. They would like to discuss this with the Commission and show 
them a little more in detail how the fees are calculated for 
dynamite and also givings examples of two different surveys. The 
industry cannot support these high fees. A short discussion ensued 
on the 3-D Airguns fees and it was decided that the industry would 
make a presentation to the Commission at the January 7th meeting.
Chairman Jenkins called for a motion on the resolution with 

attached notice of intent. A motion was made by Mr. Schneider and 
seconded by Mr. McCall. The motion passed unanimously.

(The full text of the resolution is 
made a part of the record)

RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

SEISMIC FEES

WHEREAS, Title 76:301 (AG) requires the Louisiana Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission to periodically review seismic fees,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby give notice of its intent to amend 
rules and regulations for seismic fees, the Notice of 
Intent attached to and made a part of this resolution is 
hereby approved.

9



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
the authority to take any and all necessary steps on 
behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate 
this notice of intent and the final rule, including but 
not limited to the filing of the Fiscal and Economic 
Impact Statements, the filing of the Notice of Intent and 
preparation of reports and correspondence to other 
agencies of government.

December 9, 1991

James H. Jenkins 
Chairman

A. Kell Mclnnis III 
Acting Secretary

(The full text of the notice is 
made a part of the record)

NOTICE OF INTENT
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

The Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby 
expresses its intent to amend and adopt rules and regulations 
pertaining to seismic operations and the use of airgun surveys on 
designated red lined oyster grounds belonging to the state of 
Louisiana.

TITLE 76
WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

PART I. WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION AND 
AGENCIES THEREUNDER

Chapter 3. Special Powers and Duties 

Subchapter A. Seismic Exploration 

301. Regulation

The proposed amendment is as follows:

AG. Seismic operators making application to work on any 
designated red lined oyster seed ground belonging to the state of 
Louisiana will be required to pay the following fees in addition 
to the supervisory fees: $100 per drilled shot hole or $1000 per
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linear mile, whichever is greater, for reflective or refractive 
cable. For airguns only, the following fees apply: $1000 per 
linear mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet;
$ 400 per linear mile in water depths greater than five feet and 
less than or equal to 10 feet deep; $ 200 per linear mile in water 
depths greater than 10 feet; OR, for 3-D airgun surveys: $25000 
per square mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet; 
$ 10000 per square mile in water depths greater than five feet and 
less than or equal to 10 feet deep; $ 5000 per square mile in 
water depths greater than 10 feet.

All of these fees are to be paid in advance. All fees will 
be reviewed each January.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 30:214 and 
R.S. 36: 609.

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, LR 4:300 (August 
1978), amended LR 10:410 (May 1984), LR 13:115 (February 1987), 
amended LR 18: (1992).

Interested persons may submit written comments on the proposed 
rule to the following address before February 14, 1992: Karen 
Foote, Administrator, Fisheries Research Division, Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries, Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

James H. Jenkins, Jr.
Chairman

Ms. Wynnette Kees presented an Update on Civil Penalties 
Restitution Program. The department collected 54 more payments 
this month totalling about $4,300. Information packages were sent 
to 150 Judges and 42 District Attorneys which should help get the 
word out about the program.

The Monthly Law Enforcement Program was given by Lt. Colonel 
Charlie Clark. The following number of cases were made in the 
Regions for the month of November.

Region I - 215 cases.

Region II - 164 cases.

Region III - 183 cases.

Region IV - 98 cases.
Region V - 243 cases.

Region VI - 121 cases.
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Region VIII - 356 cases. /

Region IX - 374 cases. /

The Oyster Strike Force made 68 cases and SWEP made 9 cases. The 
total number of cases made for the month of November was 2,084. 
This is the time of year when the number of boating cases decline 
and the number of hunting tifses increase. The Commissioners 
questioned Lt. Colonel Clark/ on some of the cases. It was 
clarified that the cases made/by the Oyster Strike Force were not 
•duplicated in the Region's base report and are filed directly 
throvtgh Major Tommy Candies* office. The hunting from a moving 
vehiclewiolation is generally in connection with hunting at night 
and shinming. It was advised that this was the month that the SWEP 
crew took leave. It was clarified that a person did not have to 
have a hunting license to buy a Louisiana Duck Stamp and there were 
a few parishes (Lincoln and East Carroll) that won't sell them 
unless a person has his hunting license. About three years ago the 
people who sold the licenses in the different Sheriff's offices 
were brought in for a training session and it was suggested that 
another training session might be in order.

Region VII - 238 cases. /

Secretary Mclnnis gave the D. A.1 s Report. A synopsis of the 
reporting system was given. The input began on October 1st, and 
both the citation and disposition data is being entered now by_the- 
Regional secretaries. Training was provided for__the— regional 
personnel. The Class 1 violations and^&ivti— restitutions are 
strictly an in house program and doee^TTatgo through the District 
Attorney's offices. This makes the same amount of work for the 
department but reduces the amount of reports that the District 
Attorney has to return to the department. This should enable the 
D.A.'s to give better attention to the cases that are there before 
him. There is still some confusion on some of the cases where the 
they have been changed to a Class I due to legislative action but 
this is being worked out.

The Secretary's Report was given to the Commissioners by Secretary 
Mclnnis. Mr. Mclnnis reported on the Sicily Island Hills tract 
which was signed and purchased last week; the non-navigable 
waterbottoms project and the Phillips decision? Coastal Wetland 
Task Force joint meeting between the technical and executive 
committees? oversight oh Confidentiality proposed rule which passed 
with the modification of "adding the Legislative Committee; ongoing 
meetings with the Transition Team? working with staff to refine the 
alligator rules? activities going on in the Habitat Conservation 
Division; commercial seatrout landings in October were 44,764 
pounds and brings the total to 72,094 pounds. Upcoming meetings 
are the Marine Recreational Board and a meeting between Louisiana,

12



Mississippi and Alabama in Biloxi, Mississippi pertaining to 
boarder problems from state to state.

Legal Counsel, Mr. Don Puckett, presented the Amended Commission 
By Laws to the Commission. Draft copies of the by laws were sent 
to each of the Commissioners. Mr. Puckett presented the changes 
individually which were few and minimal. Upon completion of 
presentation Mr. Schneider made a motion that the amended 
Commission By Laws be adopted. The motion was seconded by Mr. 
Vujnovich and passed unanimously.

The Election of LWFC Chairman and Vice Chairman was held. Mr. 
Schneider nominated Mr. James H. Jenkins, Jr. as Chairman for 1992 
and Mr. Norman McCall as Vice Chairman for 1992. There being no 
other nominations, Mr. Pol moved that the nominations be closed and 
accepted with Mr. Vujnovich seconding the motion. Chairman Jenkins x 
called for a vote on the motion. The motion passed unanimously. fSt'

Chairman Jenkins called for Public Comments. ---------
Mr. Charles Leday, Terrebonne Parish, addpasSed the Commission on 
the hunting regulations (restrictions) e^flcisatchie National Forest 
and also the muzzleloader season. There are private lands inside 
forest boundaries which allows those hunters belonging to hunting 
clubs to hunt 61 days while the public can only hunt 21 days. He 
does not believe the deer will repopulate with regulations like 
this. The only ones that will benefit are the hunting clubs and 
the public will be left out. The muzzleloader season is in between 
two gun seasons which causes problems with the deer settling down 
long enough for the muzzleloader hunter to shoot at. This season 
should be put two weeks before the gun season ever opens up. Also, 
since the season is only from Monday through Friday a lot of people 
cannot hunt. It was explained to Mr. Leday that the regulations 
do not restrict a person to hunt only during muzzleloader season 
with a muzzleloader and a person can hunt 66 days in Area 2 with 
a muzzleloader.

Mr. Don Puckett, Legal Counsel, addressed the Commission. Mr. 
Puckett asked the Commissioners to waive the rules to formally take 
up an item that was not published on the agenda. The item concerns 
unfinished business regarding Dravo Dredging Company's lease in 
Pontchartrain pertaining to the payment of the guaranteed annual 
minimal royalty for the last year of their lease wherein dredging 
was suspended because of lack of a permit from DEQ. A motion to 
waive the rules was called for by Chairman Jenkins. Mr. Schneider 
made a motion to waive the rule and take up this item. The motiop- 
was seconded by Mr. Jones and passed unanimously. This itenywas 
taken up in September of last year and from the comments mpde it 
was the Commission's inclination to waive the guarantee^annual 
minimal royalty. The lease provides if for some reason the lessee 
cannot dredge because of permit restrictions or suspension it is 
the Commission's prerogative to waive the $640,000 per year.
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Dravo's dredging during the first portion of the lease more than 
covered three times $<540,000. At this time, Mr. Puckett asked Mr. 
Pete Franklin of Dratvo and Mr. Jim Burton, Outside Counsel for 
Dravo, to addressee the Commission and present their case for 
waiving the guaranteed annual minimal nnvan-v frtr fha loon-oi 
dredging year.

Before Mr. Franklin and Mr. Burtc

arrangement could not be worked'out they would have to renegotiate 
with the Commission. Both of the parties were advised that the 
Commission and department needed to know if the possibility of a 
sub-contact was a reality so that alternative negotiations or 
litigation could be considered. No answer has been received as of 
this date as the President of Louisiana Dredging is in London and 
Mr. Puckett has asked that he call either today or tomorrow. 
Chairman Jenkins asked about time constraints for waiving the 
minimal royalty payments and it was advised that this could be done 
at any time. Chairman Jenkins suggested that the Commission wait 
and see if the shell dredging matter was going to be resolve^ 
before the minimal royalty payment be taken up. ^ 0**^

Mr. Franklin and Mr. Burton went on to address the^Gdnunission on 
the royalty issue. Mr. Burton and Mr. Fran&arEn explained the 
situation concerning the DEQ waste water dj^sdliarge permit and the 
"cease and desist" order from the Louisifufa Department of Wildlife 
and Fisheries. A waiver of the miniptdl royalty for the last year 
was requested and at the Septembertift was decided that the request 
was reasonable and would be treated fairly as there was no 
indication that Dravo would ever get to dredge, therefore the issue 
would be deferred until the end of the lease term. Dravo never did 
get to dredge but still has a bid bond which is supported by 
letters of credit and this is a financial hardship on the company. 
Mr. Burton asked that this item not be deferred today. On the 
other issue, shell mitigation, Dravo has been addressing this in 
good faith and there have been several problems. At this time Mr. 
Franklin addressed the Commission on the shell mitigation issue 
reiterating the good faith that Dravo has put forward in this 
matter and the circumstances that took place. Upon conclusion of 
discussion on this issue between Dravo and Commissioners, Chairman 
Jenkins asked what was the pleasure of the Commission. There 
being no motion to waive the minimal royalty payments therefore no 
action was taken on this matter.

Chairman Jenkins called for other public comments. There being no 
other business to be brought before the Commission, Chairman 
Jenkins called for a motion to adjourn the December 9, 1991,

about the status of the shell mi 
the plan that was worked out 
contingent upon some sub-contra;
Dravo and Louisiana Materials.

VS A  V &  ̂  Z-e A t  l 1  V *  A  * T A V » l r  A f 3  " A t  1 4* 4- V *  A t  9 * * A t  t 1
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Commission meeting. A motion was made by Mr. McCall for 
adjournment of the meeting and seconded by Mr. Jones. Chairman 
Jenkins called for a vote on the motion. The motion passed 
unanimously.

A. Kell Mclnnis III 
Secretary

AKM:sb
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COMMISSION MEETING 
ROLL CALL

Monday, December 9, 1991 
Baton Rouge, LA

Wildlife and Fisheries Building

Attended Absent

Jimmy Jenkins (Chairman)

Houston Foret

Bert Jones

Norman McCall

Warren Pol

Jeff Schneider

Peter Vujnovich

Mr. Chairman:

There are *7 Commissioners attendance and we have a quorum.

Aotimg Secretary Kell Mclnnis is also present.



AGENDA
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

BATON ROUGE, LA 
DECEMBER 9, 1991

^1. Roll Call

</2. Approval of Minutes of November 8, 1991. -

^  3. Trout Plan - Warren Pol C ê_ iX- rvî 'X̂  $

4 . Environmental Group of America - Houston Foret/Cyres 
Sevin £ njo SUw')

4^5- Fish Kills - Bert Jones )

Update on Deer and Duck Seasons in Progress - Hugh j
Bateman

-/i7.
frr /

Set Offshore Shrimp Season Closure - John Roussel

-̂» fZ>«iSi*tu~- Notice of Intent - Seismic Fee Schedule - Bettsie Baker(%/^^^) H ô J> <̂ r— — - w —iA- p^->- <x-
^ 9 - Update on Civil Penalties Restitution Program - Wynnette 

Kees

t/io. Montly Law Enforcement Report - Colonel Winton Vidrine

Zii. D. A . 1s Report - A. Kell Mclnnis III

Z"12. Secretary's Report to the Commission - A. Kell Mclnnis 
III

^ 1 3  . Amendment of By Laws - Don Puckett

^ 14. Election of LWFC Chairman and Vice Chairman

^ 1 5 . Public Comments



AGENDA
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

BATON ROUGE, LA 
DECEMBER 9, 1991

1. Roll Call

2. Approval of Minutes of November 8, 1991.

3. Trout Plan - Warren Pol
4. Environmental Group of America - Houston Foret/Cyres 

Sevin

5. Fish Kills - Bert Jones

6. Update on Deer and Duck Seasons in Progress - Hugh 
Bateman

7. Set Offshore Shrimp Season Closure - John Roussel

8. Notice of Intent - Seismic Fee Schedule - Bettsie Baker

9. Update on Civil Penalties Restitution Program - Wynnette 
Kees

10. Montly Law Enforcement Report - Colonel Winton Vidrine

11. D. A.1s Report - A. Kell Mclnnis III

12. Secretary's Report to the Commission - A. Kell Mclnnis 
III

13. Amendment of By Laws - Don Puckett

14. Election of LWFC Chairman and Vice Chairman

15. Public Comments



RESOLUTION
LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

Seismic Fees

WHEREAS, Title 76:301(AG) requires the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission to periodically 

review seismic fees,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby give 

notice of its intent to amend rules and regulations for seismic fees, the Notice of Intent 

attached to and made a part of this resolution is hereby approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission does hereby authorize 

and delegate to the Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, the authority to take 

any and all necessary steps on behalf of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate this 

notice of intent and the final rule, including but not limited to the filing of the Fiscal and 

Economic Impact Statements, the filing of the Notice of Intent and preparation of reports and 

correspondence to other agencies of government.

December 9, 1991

'X-~~
A. Kell Mclnnis III 
Acting Secretary



NOTICE OF INTENT

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 

Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 

The Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby expresses 

its intent to amend and adopt rules and regulations pertaining to 

seismic operations and the use of airgun surveys on designated red 

lined oyster grounds belonging to the state of Louisiana.

TITLE 76

WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

PART I. WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION AND

AGENCIES THEREUNDER 

Chapter 3. Special Powers and Duties

Subchapter A. Seismic Exploration 

301. Regulation

The proposed amendment is as follows:

AG. Seismic operators making application to work on any 

designated red lined oyster seed ground belonging to the state of 

Louisiana will be required to pay the following fees in addition to 
the supervisory fees: $100 per drilled shot hole or $1000 per
linear mile, whichever is greater, for reflective or refractive 

cable. For airguns only, the following fees apply: $1000 per

linear mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet;

$ 400 per linear mile in water depths greater than five feet and 

less than or equal to 10 feet deep; $ 200 per linear mile in water 

depths greater than 10 feet; OR, for 3D airgun surveys: $ 25000

per square mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet;



$ 10000 per square mile in water depths greater than five feet and 
less than or equal to 10 feet deep; $ 5000 per square mile in 

water depths greater than 10 feet.

All of these fees are to be paid in advance. All fees will be 

reviewed each January.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 30:214 and 
R.S. 36: 609.

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, LR 4:300 (August 
1978), amended LR 10:410 (May 1984), LR 13:115 (February 1987), 
amended LR 18: (1992).

Interested persons may submit written comments on the proposed 
rule to the following address before February 14, 1992: Karen 
Foote, Administrator, Fisheries Research Division, Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries, Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

James H. Jenkins, Jr. 
Chairman



A. Kell Mclnnis HI 
Acting Secretary

Departm ent of W ildlife and Fisheries 
Post Office Box 98000 

Baton Rouge, LA 70898 
(504)765-2800

Buddy Rocmcr 
Governor

M E M 0 R A N D U M

TO: Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

FROM: A. Kell Mclnnis, III /MActing Secretary

SUBJECT: Synopsis of Comments on Proposed !

DATE: December 3, 1991

The following is a synopsis of comments received to date relative to the 
Commission's intent to adopt rules and regulations affecting management of the 
spotted seatrout fishery in Louisiana, including: written comments to the 
Department, comments at the Commission meeting of September 5, 1991, comments 
presented to the Commission at the public hearing of November 24, 1991 and 
written comments to Governor Roemer forwarded to the Department.

Comments are separated into categories based on their content and perceived 
position. Some letters did not indicate a specific position on the regulations, 
but were rather an individual's generalized views towards regulations. Written 
comments to the Department were eighteen (18) for, eight (8) against, three (3) 
recommended different action and five (5) requested further information. During 
the Commission's September meeting six (6) spoke for and ten (10) against the 
proposed regulations. At the public hearing, five (5) spoke for and nine (9) 
against the proposed regulations. Written comments to Governor Roemer were 
eighteen (18) for and none (0) against.

Enclosed are copies of written comments to the Department, a transcript of the 
September Commission meeting, a transcript of the public hearing and written 
comments to Governor Roemer.

AKM/JAS/lrm

An Equal Opportunity Employer



12-3-91
SPOTTED SEATROUT

WRITTEN COMMENTS TO DEPARTMENT/COMMISSION ON PROPOSED ACTION

D A TE N A M E F O R A G A IN ST R E C O M M E N D
D IF F E R E N T

A C TIO N

R E Q U E S T E D
F U R T H E R

IN FO R M A T IO N

1 1 / 1 1 /9 1 C R Q A M Z A T O N  O F  LO UISIA N A  F IS H E R M E N X

1 1 /1 5 /9 1 G U L F  C O A S T  C O N S E R V A T IO N  A SSO C IA TIO N X

1 1 /5 /9 1 L A K E  PO N T C H A R T R A JN  FISH E R M A N ’S  A S S O C . X

1 1 /1 4 /9 1 LO U ISIA N A  R E S T A U R A N T  A SSO C IA TIO N X

1 1 / 9 /9 1 T E R R E B O N N E  FISH E R M A N  O RG A N IZA T IO N X

1 1 /1 3 /9 1 C Y P R E M O R T  INVITATIONAL F 1 S H N Q  A S S O C . X

1 1 /6 /9 1 E A S T  A S C E N S IO N  S P O R T S M A N ’S  L E A G U E . INC. X

1 1 / 1 3 /9 1 LO U ISIA N A  W ILDLIFE F E D E R A T IO N . INC. X

N o  D a le BILLIE J O E  EA SLEY X

1 0 /2 4 /9 1 J .  A . V E A 2E Y X

1 0 / 2 4 /9 1 A N TH O N Y  G . L O N E R O X

N o  D a te D R . R . C . F R A N O S X

1 1 / 9 /9 1 R U S S E L  M . BLACK X

1 1 /7 /9 1 A. J .  L E B R E T O N , fl X

1 1 /1 2 /9 1 C L Y D E  B O U T T E X

N o  D a te JA M E S  H E B E R T X

1 1 /1 2 /9 1 G E R A L D  P A T O U T X

1 1 /6 /9 1 C H A R L E S  C O C K X

1 1 /1 /9 1 G R O F F , W E L L M A N . F A U S T E R M A N N X

1 0 /3 0 /9 1 L E S T E R  G C N S O U U N , S R . X

N o  D a te M A G N U S  M C G E E X

1 0 /2 6 /9 1 C . Z  G U tC E X

1 0 / 3 0 /9 1 R E P . K E N N E T H  O O tN E T X

9 / 2 3 /9 1 J .  D A IG R E P O N T X X

9 / 1 9 /9 1 J .  P H L U P S X

9 / 1 6 /9 1 R . H  H M E S X X

N o  D a te D . R O W E L L X

1 0 /2 /9 1 P  & L  S E A F O O D  (H A R LO N  P E A R C E ) A N D  O T H E R S X

1 1 / 1 2 /9 1 LO UISIANA F IS H E R M E N  F O R  FA IR  LA W S X

1 0 / 3 0 /9 1 LO U ISIA N A  S E A F O O D  & PR O M O T IO N X

1 1 / 2 5 /9 1 LO U ISIA N A  S E A F O O D  PR O M O T IO N ■ X

N o  D a te H E N R Y  T R U E L O V E  • L F F L X



ORGANIZATION OF LOUISIANA FISHERMEN
Route 1, Box 280 

GALLIANO, LOUISIANA 70354 
(504) 475-6770

November 11, 1991

Mr. James H. Jenkins Jr.
Chairman,
Louisiana Wildlife & Fisheries Commission
P.O. Box 98000
Baton Rouge, LA 70898

Dear Mr. Jenkins:

The Organization of Louisiana Fishermen is opposed to the 
commission's intention to change the management of the speckled 
trout commercial fishery.

Enclosed are comments made by our representative at September 5. 
1991, commission meeting.

Robert S. Fritchey

Board members, OLF

cc: Kell Mclnnis
Senate and House Natural Resource Committees

,SINCE
@ 1 6  0 2

KN 2 0
AMERICAS FIRST INDUSTRY



September 5, 1991

Organization of Louisiana Fishermen 
Post Office Box 220 
Galliano, Louisiana 70354

Comment Statement presented on September 5, 1991 to the

Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
Quail Drive
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70898

I would like to quickly review some provisions of Acts 157 and 
708 of the 1991 Louisiana Legislature.

1. Act 157 ’’Section 6. Special powers and duties; statistics; 
rules and regulations; reports

The Commission, through its secretary:
—  * * *

(25)(a) Shall promulgate rules and regulations, subject'to 
the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act, to set 
seasons, times, places, size limits, quotas, daily take, and 
possession limits,

BASED UPON BIOLOGICAL AND TECHNICAL DATA,

for'all wildlife and fish. Any such rule or regulation shall \
have as its objective the sound conservation, preservation, 
replenishment, and management of that species

FOR MAXIMUM CONTINUING SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC BENEFIT TO THE STATE

without overfishing that causes short-term or long-term 
biological damage to any species, and regarding all species of 
fish, without overfishing that leads to such damage...."

2. Act 708 "Section 638.2. Findings A . (7) The safe development 
or improvement of fisheries that are not fully or properly 
utilized by the Louisiana commercial and recreational fishermen 
and fishing industries, should help to assure that

LOUISIANA BENEFITS FROM THE EMPLOYMENT, FOOD SUPPLY,
RECREATION, AND SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC BENEFIT

that could be maintained or generated thereby, if pursued in such 
a fashion that is
SOCIALLY, SCIENTIFICALLY, ECONOMICALLY, ANTHROPOLOGICALLY, AND 
BIOLOGICALLY SOUND FOR THE STATE,

1



the species, and any related species."

Both of these 1991 Acts require social and economic consideration 
for fishery management action."

3. Act 708 Section 638.5. Saltwater fishery standards A.(4). 
provides further direction:

A. (4) If it becomes necessary to allocate or assign fishing 
privileges among various fishermen, such allocations to the 
extent practicable shall be:

(a)

(b{

Fair and equitable to all such fishermen; 

Reasonably calculated to promote conservation;
\

(c) Carried out in such a manner that no particular individual, 
corporation, or other legal entity acquires an excessive share of 
such privileges; and

(d) In the best interest of the citizens of Louisiana.

A. (5) Conservation and management measures shall, where 
practicable, promote efficiency in the conservation and 
management of fishery resources; except that no such measure 
shall have ECONOMIC ALLOCATION AS ITS SOLE PURPOSE.'

The first provision of the resolution presented today takes a 
quarter of a million pounds of trout from the commercial sector. 
This is a potential revenue loss of one half million dollars.
This is a serious loss. No biological nor technical data is 
available supporting this provision. The 1991 Trout Stock 
Assessment supports continued, application of both the present TAG 
(total allowable catch) and the present allocation between 
commercial and recreational fishermen. There is no indication 
about the future allocation of this quarter of a million pounds 
of trout. As recreational fishermen increase in numbers will 
these fish actually become part of the 25 (or fewer) fish bag 
limit? The recreational industry is faced with tough times ahead 
as the numbers of recreational fishermen continue to increase. 
There is no evidence of a fiscal impact study nor a social impact 
analysis required by law.

The second provision of the resolution generates several likely 
results which have not been taken into consideration and 
certainly not examined thoroughly as required by law. This 
provision opens the trout season September 15th and closes the 
season April 1st. If the quota has not been reached by April 1st 
it is relinquished as there is.no provision to carry unharvested 
pounds forward to the following season. The commercial industry 
has begun to harvest and market many species of finfish

2



successfully. Presently a fishermen selects, in response to 
market conditions, the best time of the year to harvest most 
profitably. This quota provision will generate most trout 
harvest during the late fall and early winter when they are worth 
the least. The fishermen will_be forced to "derby fish" in an 
effort to harvest the full quota before closure. Market supply 
will be closed during many lenten periods. Fish rarely act the 
same year after year. There are commercial industry records of 
many years the commercial trout harvest wasn’t profitable until 
later than April 1st. Some areas of Louisiana, Lafourche, 
Jefferson, and Terrebonne Parishes included, historically 
harvested trout during the late spring, summer, and early fall. 
These areas, and others, may have unequal access to the quota 
under this provision.

The third provision prohibits netting for trout during the week 
ends. Two 1991 legislative acts must be considered.

1. Act 708 Section 638.5. Saltwater fishery standards A.(6) 
states, "Conservation and management measures shall, where 
practricable, minimize costs and avoid unnecessary duplication."

2. Act 886 Section 320. Methods of taking freshwater or 
saltwater fish

"H.(1) It shall be unlawful for any person to knowingly and 
intentionally use or employ any gill net to encircle a vessel or 
to otherwise knowingly and intentionally use or employ any vessel 
or commercial fishing gear to interfere with the lawful 
recreational fishing of another. -

(2) It shall be unlawful for any person to knowingly and 
intentionally use or employ any vessel or recreational gear to 
interfere with the lawful commercial fishing of another."

* * *

The rationale offerred by the proponents of this third provision 
has been "to reduce conflict between recreational and commercial 
fishermen." This provision is clearly according to law an 
unnecessary duplication.

In closing, OLF respectfully requests the withdrawal of this 
resolution and further recommends the Commission seek the opinion 
on proposed resolutions from the Attorney General prior to 
further management actions of this nature.

3



Gulf Coast Conservation Association
Post Office Box 373, Baton Rouge, LA 70821 

(504) 291-GCCA

November 15, 1991

Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission
P. O. Box 98000
Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000

Dear Members of the Commission,

Please find enclosed written public comments on the proposed 
new regulations affecting speckled trout. These comments are 
made on behalf of the Louisiana Gulf Coast Conservation 
Association.

Sincerely,

Mark H. Hilzim 
Executive Director

enclosures

R E C E I V E D
LA. DEPARTMENT OF 
WILDLIFE ft FISHERIES

MOV 151991

A S S IS T A N T  SECRETARY 
OFFICE O F F ISH E R IE S



COMMENTS BY THE LOUISIANA GULF COAST CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION 
(GCCA) ON CHANGES PROPOSSED BY THE LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES COMMISSION REGARDING THE HARVEST OF SPOTTED SEATROUT

During the .1991 Regular Session of the Louisiana Legislature, the 

Louisiana Gulf Coast Conservation Association (GCCA) proposed 
legislation that would grant ’gamefish’ protection to Louisiana’s 

spotted seatrout. GCCA still takes the position that spotted

seatrout should be declared gamefish. However, realizing .• that 

any reduction in the commercial kill of spotted seatrout is 

positive for biological, social, ecological, and economic 

reasons, GCCA supports the proposed changes in spotted seatrout 

regulations.

Act 157 of the Regular Session of the Louisiana Legislature 

provided the following:

1) the Commission may manage speckled trout;
:

2) the Commission may set seasons, times, places, sizes, 

quotas and daily limits for those fish which it 

manages; and

3) the commercial quota on speckled trout will remain at 

1.25 million pounds until a new quota is established by 

t h e C o m rn i s s i o n .

In reviewing the proposed new regulations, we submit that they

1



are consistent with the authority granted the Commission by Act- 
157 of 1991 in that:

1) setting regulations for spotted •seatrout (speckled 

trout) was specifically authorized in the Act;

2) the regulations include the setting of a season on the 

commercial harvest of spotted seatrout, the 

establishing of legal times for the commercial fishing 

of spotted seatrout, and the setting of the annual 

commercial quota at 1 million pounds. Seasons, times 

and quotas are all within the perview of the 

Commission’s regulatory authority over spotted 

seatrout; and

3) the authority to change the quota from the 

original 1.25 million pound figure was specifically 

authorized.

•> ;

Act 708 of the Regular Session of the 1991 Louisiana Legislature 

cs t ab 1 i sh ed a po .1 i c y fo r t h e c on se r va t i on a n d m<:i n agemen t o f 

saltwater finfish. In addition to sections on purposes and 

p o .1.1 c y , 111 e A c t e s t a b 1 i sh ed s e v en s t a n d a r d s t l' i a t s a 11 w a t e r

finfish regulations must meet. In reviewing the seven standards, 

GCCA submits that the proposed regulations meet the standards.

STANDARD 1

"Conservation and management measures shall prevent overfishing 
while achieving, on a continual basis, the optimum yield while

2



maintaining healthy T plentiful stocks. In fact, every effort 
will be made at all times to prevent harvest from exceeding the 
safe upper limit of harvests which can be taken consistently year 
after year without diminishing the stocks so that the stock is 
truly inexhaustib 1 e and perpetua 11 y renewab 1 e ''

The proposed actions meet Standard 1 in that they help prevent 

overfishing and are geared to maintain healthier, more plentiful 

stocks. The Draft Fisheries Management Plan for Spotted Seatrout 

prepared by the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 

(LDWF) in 1991 stated that the standing stock biomass ratio 

(SSB/R) for spotted seatrout was currently about .15%. This Plan 

stated that "For spotted seatrout, fishing regulations should not 

allow cumulative fishing mortality to reduce the spawning stock 

biomass of a cohort on average below 15% of that in the unfished 

condition." This Plan further stated that "A conservation 

standard of 15% SSBR implies that declines below this level must 

be avoided, to insure that recruitment will not limit the fishery 

in the foreseeable future." Thus, this Plan establishes 15% as 

the minimal safe limit and states that the fishery is currently 

at that lower limit.

Other scientists throughout the_Gulf disagreed with this Plan 

contention that 15% was safe and suggested that a 20%, or 

greater, SSBR was the minimal safe level. Dr. Richard Condrey of 

Lot.) says in his letter of April 22, 1991 to Dr. Jerry Clark, "I 

do not concur with the conservation standard. I concur with the 

Louisiana Chapter of the American Fisheries Society, the 

Louisiana Chapter of the Wildlife Federation, and the Senate 

Natural Resources Committee', that a 20% spawnj.ng--stock--biomass-

3



per-recruit is the minimum safe standard by which to manage such 

a valuable stock." Dr. Edwin Irby, Jr. of the Florida Department
of Natural Resources says in his letter of May 2, 1991 to Dr .
Jerry Clark, "My final concern is the use of 15% SSB R for a
1 conservation standard’. I would suggest increasing this if

possible to at least 20% as Goodyear recommends. This i s

important in an environment that is expected to change world-wide 

in the next 10 to 50 years because of climate changes but most 

especially important for Louisiana with its rapidly changing 

coastal zone. The greater the resiliency the greater the chance 

a stock will survive and have a chance to adapt to change, 

whether these changes are natural in origin or improvements in 

effective effort of the fishermen." Finally, Andrew Kemmerer, 

Regional Director for the National Marine Fisheries Service, says 

in his. letter to Dr. Jerry Clark, "We feel that the minimal level 

of the SSBR for this species should be the more conservative 

(e .g ., 20 or 30%) and not 15% as proposed by the long term 

managemet goal. The resource is currently over fished since the 

estimated SSBR is 14%." Thus, according to scientists in the 

Gulf, a 15% SSBR is either minimal or below the safe level. It 

is obvious that, the Commission intends to move to optimum yield 

by improving the SSBR and by following the Department’s 1987 

management recommendation in total. Hopefully, the Commission 

wi11 pu rsue the deve1opment oI additiona 1 da ta t o mo r e precise1y 

<iuantify optimum yield.

One of the proposed regulations would reduce the commercial quota

4



from 1.25 million pounds to 1 million pounds. Such a move is 

calculated by the Department to increase the SSUR For female 

trout to 16.52% and for male trout to 23.55%. Therefore, the 

proposed regulations would help prevent overfishing and keep the 

harvest from exceeding the safe upper limit by improving the 
SSBR.

STANDARD 2

"Conservation and management measures shall be based upon the 
best scientific:, economic, biological, anthropological, and 
sociological information available."

The measures proposed by the Commission were based on information 

contained in the Draft Fisheries Management Plan for Spotted 

Seatrout prepared by the LDWF in 1991. This Plan documented all 

relevant information of spotted seatrout to date and included a 

virtual, population.assessment (VPA) conducted by the Department 

to develop the current SSBR figure. As the regulations were 

based on this Plan document and on computer modeling developed by 

th e LDWF to sh ow th e i mpac 1 s o f d i f fe r en t r egu 1 a i j. on s , 111 ey mee t

Standard 2. In addition the proposa1s concerning prohibiting 

c onime r c: j. a 1 f i sh i ng fo r spo 11ed sea t r ou t on th e w ee ker i ds h ave been 

f:> r ev i ous 1 y sugges t ed by c: omine f c i. a 1 f i sh e r men an d we r e ' su gges ted 

b y 1 h e c o m me r c ial r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s on t h e C o mm j. s s :i on a n d t hi u s 

represent, their informed opinions on the nature of the commercial 

fishery.

STANDARD 3

“To the extent practicable, an individual stock or unit of fish 
shall be managed as a unit throughout its range within the 
s t a 1: e 1 s j u r i sdi c t i ona 1 au thof i ty , and i n ter r e J. a ted s toc ks of f i sh
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arid other saltwater resources shall be managed in close 
coordination."

The proposed regulations would affect all commercial fishing for 

spotted seatrout both in Louisiana and for Louisiana-licensed 

boats in the EEZ. This represents the entire jurisdiciton of 

Louisiana fishery management regulations.

STANDARD 4

"If it becomes necessary to allocate or assign fishing 
privileges among various fishermen, such allocations to the 
extent practicable shall be:

"(a) fair and equitable to all such fishermen:"

The proposed regulations would allow the commercial industry 

sufficient time to meet its 1 million pound quota. The 1 million 

pound quota is still unfairly high in comparison to the 

restricitons imposed on the recreat.1 ona 1 fi.sherman. A 1 million

pound quota distributed among the 2,000 licensed saltwater 

c o in m e r c i a 1 f i n f i s hi e r in e n woul d g i y e e a c h f i s hi e r m a n a pp r o x .1 in a t e 1 y 

S 0 0 p ou. n d s f:> e r y ea r . Thi e c a 1 c u 1 a t e d r e c r e a t .i. o n a 1 l ci n d :.t. n gs o f 

spotted seatrout in Louisiana for 1990 amounted to approximately 

3.2 million pounds. If we distribute their catch among the 

200,000 licensed saltwater fishermen in Louisiana (does not count 

those under 16 and over 60), each recreational fisherman would 

ge I:. .1.6 poun ds. Thi us, thi e c omme r c i. a 1 f :i. shi er men a r e s I .111 gc 11 i. n g 

considerably more than the recreational fishermen. Add!tionally, 

any commercial fisherman may buy a recreational license and fish 

for his own recreation at any time of the year. The proposed

6



allocation still allows the commercial fisherman an advantage in 

harvest methods over the recreational fisherman,

"(b) reasonably calculated to promote conservation;"

The regulations have been reasonably calculated to promote 

conservation in that they are designed to improve the SSBR. An 

increase in SSBR is a conservation measure.

"(c) carried out in such a manner that no particular 
individual, corporation, or other legal entity acquires 
an excessive share of such privileges;" and

There is presently no data to indicate that any individual, 

corporation or legal entity will acquire an excessive share of 

fishing privileges for spotted seatrout.

"(d) in the best interest of the citizens of Louisiana."

A well-managed, healthy, plentiful fishery is in the best 

interest of the citizens of the state. The proposed regulations 
will help improve the biological health of the species by 

increasing the SSBR. The institution of a set season for 

commercial trout fishing can provide for sufficient, fish for 

Louisiana’s restaurants to insure a healthy hospitality and 

tou r .1 s 1; i n d■ 4 s t r y , w i 11 i mp r o ve en f or c emen t an d mon 11o r .1 n g o f 

commercial fishing activities, and will allow for lho safe and 

smooth conduct of the recreational trout fishery in Louisiana.

7



All of these benefits are in the best interests of the citizens 

of Louisiana. The prohibition against netting for spotted 

seatrout on the weekends will help separate the commercial and 

recreational ' participants during the period when recreationals 

are most likely to be on the water. This will help provide 

safety for both sets of participants, will help protect 

commercial equipment, and will help defuse recreational animosity 

towards commercial fishermen. In addition, the removal of the 

nets on the weekend will enhance enforcement of the prohibition 

on unattended nets, will encourage recreational participation in 

the fishery and will help stimulate the recreational fishing 

economy. All of these benefits are in the best interests of the 

citizens of the State. The current, saltwater recreational 

fishing industry generates as much as a billion dollars a year 

or more to Louisiana’s economy annually. Safe stimulation of 

this economy can mean increased dollars for all segments of 

Louisiana’s economy, particularly the hospitality and tourist 

industries.

STANDARD 5

"Conservation and management measures shall, where practicable 
promote efficiency in the conservation and management of fishery 
r esour e es; e x cept that n o such measur e sha11 have econom1c 
allocation as its sole purpose."

There is already an annual commercial quota for spotted seatrout 

in Louisiana, and the reduction of that quota to .1 million pounds 

will not Introduce any additional management measures on the part 

of the state. The establishment of a season will give the

8



commercial industry a set period in which to catch the quota, and 

this will encourage efficiency in planning, deployment of 

equipment, and integration with other fishing activities. The 

prohibition of trout netting - on weekends will aid management 

efficiency in that enforcement will be clear cut: existence of a 

net fishing for speckled trout will be illegal. The prohibition 

will reduce confrontations between commercial and recreational 

participants and further ease the enforcement burden.

While the proposed regulations will have a positive economic 

benefit to the state and the recreational industry, economics is 

not the sole reason for the regulations. The Department’s 

biologists recommended a set of new regulations for spotted 

seatrout in 1987. These included a minimum size limit and 

reduced bag limit.for recreational fishermen and an increased 

sizelimit and quota of 1 million pounds for commercial fishermen. 

With the implementation of the proposed new regulations, all of 

the biologists’ recommendations will be in effect. Also, 

biologists throughout the Gulf have recommended that the 5SBR for 

Louisiana spotted seatrout should be increased to further insure 

' the biological safety of the resource: these regull ions will 

help move in that direction. Finally, the establishment of both 

a commercial season and a weekend prohibition on trout netting 

will help separate the user groups and avoid social conflict, 

keep nets out of boating lanes during peak traffic hours to 

1 inprove boa t ing safety , and encourago par tic .1 pation in the 

recreational fishery by both tourists and Louisiana families.

9



3JAJDARD 6

“Conservation and management, measures shall, where practicable, 
minimize costs and avoid unnecessary duplication."

As there is already a commercial quota in place a change in the 

specific quota figure will not increase costs or require any 

additional reporting by commercial participants. The setting of 

a commercial season could have the effect of lowering costs per 

commercial yield, as commercial effort will be targeted at peak 

production periods. The prohibition against, trout netting on 

weekends will generate no extra costs for either fishermen or 

managers and does not duplicate any existing law. In fact, the 

proposed new regulations may tend to eliminate many of the part- 

time and out of state fishermen and improve the profit-per-effort 

ratio of the full-time Louisiana netters.

STANDARD 7

“Conservation and management, measures may take into accoun t and 
allow for variations among, and contingencies in, fisheries 
resources and catches".

The proposed reduction in the commercial spotted seatrout quota 

is a partial recognition by the managers of recent imposed 

v a r i a 1. i o n s i n s po 11 e d s e a t r o u t h a r v e s t Id e t w ee n r ec r e a t i on a 1 a 11 d 

commercial fishermen. Since 1987, because of restrictive 

regula lions, the recreational harvest has dropped by 

approximately 75% from the 1987 figure of 12,539,987 pounds to 

the 1990 number of 3,226,742 pounds. At the same time, the 

reported commercial landings have increased from the .1.0 year

10



average of 1,000,000 pounds (1977-1986) to the 1989 figure of 

1,488,878. Reducing the commercial quota from 1.25 million to 1 

million pounds only partially offsets the tremendous reduction 

experienced by the recreational sector. The overall reduction in 

commercial pressure also acknowledges both the lingering effect 

of the 1989 freeze and the low SSBR for Louisiana spotted 

seatrout.

One of the main reasons that the Legislature granted authority 

for the management of spotted seatrout to the Commission was the 

perceived ability of the Commission to manage trout and other 

fishery resources on a timely and continual basis. Virtually, 

every Commission meeting over the last 2 years has produced 

testimony about, the problems uncontrolled netting is causing. In 

addition, the Commission has discussed poor reporting of trout 

purchases by fish houses and retailers, including restaurants 

and the need to improve the current controls on the commercial 

harvest. The proposed regulations address these concerns with 

timely, logical actions. These actions are supported by the 

i 11 fo r in a t i o n c o n t a i n ed i n t h e t r ou t p 1 a n a n d a r e c o n s .1 s t e n t. w i t h 

policy standards set by Act 708 of the Regular Session of the 

1991 Louisiana Legislature. During the discussions held on that 

and other legislation, many argued that the Commission should be 

given the tools and the authority to manage spotted seatrout. 

The Commission now has that authority and is attempting to use 

those tools. The GCCA7s position is to support them in that 

effort.

.1.1



4
^(UilcJxwdmuv ^LsA&uyuuvss sAssociaUxuv

VqX za Af. GeAxca 
Rtca u/cftt Route 6, Box 2&5K 

Wcio 0A.£caM, La. 70/29

November 5, 1991

E  0 8 9!

Mr. A. Kell Mclnnis, III 
Acting Secretary
Louisiana Department of Wildlife & Fisheries 
Box 98000
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70898-9000

RE: COMMISSION REVISED RULES FOR SPECKLED 
TROUT HARVEST - NEWS RELEASE -

Dear Mr. Mclnnis:

With reference to the above-captioned, first let me state that 
for the Department to allow the Commission to act in such a bias 
manner is downright sinful. The trout plan which was released 
prior to the legislative session did not state that trout were in 
trouble or that it was necessary to decrease the commercial 
catch. What is not comprehensible is that the Department is 
going against its own management plan and the results of an 
intensive study.

Taking action against only the commercial fishermen is a grossly 
unfair way to initiate a management plan. Doing this shows the 
Department's tendency to lean towards the G.G.C.A. (sports 
fishermen). This points out the obvious power the G.G.C.A. has 
in the Department. This is also prejudicial against the 
commercial fishing industry.

For the record, larger numbers sports fishermen can be seen on 
the waters fishing Monday through Wednesday than can be seen on 
weekends. This leads me to believe that sometime in the future 
the G.G.C.A. may decide they need those days also, i.e. Monday 
through Wednesday, leaving the commercial fisherman, who needs to 
support his family with, perhaps, only "Thursday" to make a 
living! This of course is mere speculation at this point, but 
could very well come to pass.



Mr. A. Kell Mclnnis, III 
Acting Secretary 
November 5, 1991 
Page 2.

When God sent us the freeze in 1989, he gave it to all of us, 
sports and commercial fishermen alike; therefore, so why should 
only the commercial fisherman be punished for this. Should not 
all fishermen share in balancing out the results. It is a well 
known fact that sports catch more trout (actually a figure 
somewhere around 92%) than the commercial fishermen. We all know 
that they sell the unreported portion and that the commercial 
fishermen are being blamed for this also - so why penalize us!

We hope the Department doesn't believe that we, the Commercial 
fishermen, will stand idol and let what happened in Texas and 
Florida happen to us. There are laws governing our rights. 
Therefore, we totally reject the Commission's revised rules 
governing speckled trout and will commence litigation if it is 
passed.

If you have any question(s) regarding our Organization's position 
on this matter, or any other matter, please feel free to contact 
the undersigned.

Sincerely,

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN FISHERMAN'S ASSOCIATION

Peter M. Gerica 
President

PMG/rgg
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2800 Veterans Blvd., Suite 160 • Metairie, Louisiana 70002 • (504) 831-7788 • FAX (504) 837-4967

November 14, 1991

Mr. A. Kell Mclnnis III 
Acting Secretary
Louisiana Department of Wildlife & Fisheries
R.O. Box 98000
Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000

Dear Mr. Mclnnis:

This letter is sent to reflect the position of the Louisiana Restaurant Association relative 
to the proposed changes in the commercial harvest of spotted s e a  trout and other matters 
related thereto.

W e are opposed to the proposed reduction of the commercial quota of speckled trout and 
other matters related thereto because we feel that the proposed m anagem ent plan is a 
violation of the spirit and intent of HB 1592 p assed  in 1991 by the legislature in order to 
establish a fishery management.policy.

We feel that the issue of quota reduction w as sufficiently addressed during the hearings 
of the Senate and House Natural Resource Committees and that the decision to not 
red u ce the commercial quota w as a proper one based on biological facts. Dr. Jerry Clark, 
Undersecretary for Wildlife & Fisheries even stated the following, "According to our 
estimation, w e feel that the current harvest levels of speckled trout d oes not endanger the 
status of that stock in any way."

Given the fact that the science dictates that current harvest levels are appropriate and not 
endangering the sp ecies , one must have to question the motives behind this proposed  
reduction.

Sincerely

^ y jim  Funk
Executive Vice-President

Ml 1 8



President ; Donald J. L irette  
5347  Grand C aillou Road 
Dulac, Louisiana 7 0 3 5 J

#

November 9;, 1991

Jimmy Jenkins 
A. Kell Mclnnis 
2000 Quai1 D r .
Baton Rouge , La.

70804

m i s si

Dear Sirs:
I am responding to a notice of intent of the Louisiana 

Wildlife and Fisheries Commission in which a reduction of 
the commercial take of speckle trout is being proposed. I am 
totally against any reduction in the.harvest of this species.
I have been recreational fishing these fro a while and I find 
no shortage , in"fact this is the best year I can remember in 
a long time. There seems to be no biological data to back up 
the proposed reduction. The reduction of the redfish creel 
did not stop people from catching what they wanted anyway. Only 
those who respect the law will go out and catch only 5 redfish.

The proposed reduction has been proposed without a fiscal 
or social impact study done on this action.I will not allow you 
to do as you please and ignore the commercial fishermen that 
depend on these fish to supplement their income during these 
hard economic times. Will you have any public hearings on this 
matter ? When and where will they be held and will I recieve 
a notice or will I have to hear about this again from others?
I have requested many times before that my organization be informed 
of all Department Public Notices and I still don't recieve all 
the notices that I should. Please make sure I get on the other 
mailing lists so I can keep track of what's happening.

I hope that you respond to this letter quickly and inform us if 
we have to take this matter elsewhere. As the President of a 
Commercial Fishing Organization I understand how the fishermen feel 
because I was one of them and I know that they are tired of being 
kicked around and have things done to them without being able 
to speak and voice their objections.

• The proposed closures are absurd and depriving Commercial 
Fishermen the right to fish on weekends I believe discriminates 
against them. What are you trying to do start another confrontation 
between the recreational and commercial groups? We won't stand 
for it again. Take this as a warning or whatever way you want it.

to get involve^ in another fight but if that is what

‘"El EF'KOME ; 
YU 553-̂ 033



CYPREMORT INVITATIONAL FISHING ASSOCIATION 
P. O. BOX 12212  

NEW IBERIA, LA 70562-2212

November 13, 1991

Acting Secretary
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
P. 0 . Box 98000
Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000

Dear Sirs:

As President of a south Louisiana fishing club, with a membership of 100 hardcore fishermen, I would like, 
on behalf of the club, to commend and support you on the Department's proposed revised regulations for 
the commercial harvest of speckled trout.

It is time for our state to begin protecting the rights of thousands of licensed, "local" recreational fishermen 
and limiting the freedom of the few hundred commercial fishermen, of whom many are not from Louisiana. 
By casting such large nets in our bays, these fishermen have no concern for Louisiana's waters or its 
inhabitants. They return to their home state to sell Louisiana seafood at a premium price. What does 
Louisiana gain from this? The only thing we see from this action is a decrease in our fish population, which 
the recreational fisherman must suffer from with a lower limitation on our catches, and devastation to our 
environment.

Once again, on behalf of the Cypremort Invitational Fishing Association we would like to thank the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries on a job well done.

Sincerely,

/dsh

Enclosure
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BENOIT, RODDY P 0 BOX 32
AVERY ISLAND LA 70513

BEWLEY, LONNIE541 E MAIN STNEW IBERIA LA 70560

BISHOP, BRET 424 MILMO ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

BISHOP, DON 409 MILMO ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

BISHOP, ROCKY 2012 GEORGIA ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

BONIN, ADAMRT 4 BOX 156
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

BOUGHTON, ROGER4214 JULES RD
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

BOURGEOIS, JOHN RT 2 BOX 2D JEANERETTE LA 70544

BOURGEOIS, LANGDON RT 2 BOX 273C JEANERETTE LA 70544

BOUTTE, RANDALL 212 LIVE OAK LANE NEW IBERIA LA 70560

BROOKS, JEFF142 S RICHELIEU CIRCLE
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

BUTEAU, LANIERT 1 BOX 258 A HWY 85
JEANERETTE LA 70544

CASTILLE, MARK 706 LANZA LANE NEW IBERIA LA 70560

CHAMBERS, STEVE GENERAL DELIVERY 
AVERY ISLAND LA 70513

COLVIN, PATRICK P 0 BOX.52304 
LAFAYETTE LA 70505

COMEAUX, LARRYRT 2 BOX 636
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

COMEAUX, MARK1901 LANGSTON RDNEW IBERIA LA 70560

COURVILLE, JIMMY RT 1 BOX 27 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

CROCHET, GARYRT 4 BOX 329
NEW IBERIA • LA 70560

CYPEL, BOBBY RT 1 BOX 284A 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

CYPEL, HENRY RT 1 BOX 284 A 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

DANCAUSE, CHUCK 308 INTERLUDE DRIVE 
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

BROUSSARD, LARRY RT 2 BOX 11AA 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

DEFELICE, DAVID711 LEROY ST
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

BROUSSARD, LIONEL 305 LOUISIANA ST JEANERETTE LA 70544

BUTEAU, BARRY RT 1 BOX 258-A 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

DELCAMBRE, KENT2009 ALICE ST
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

DENISON, DORREN106 ALINE STNEW IBERIA LA 70560



GUILLOTTE, BRIAN 606 FRANK ST JEANERETTE LA 70544
DERISE, FRANKRT 4 BOX 329
JOHN DARNELL RDNEW .IBERIA LA 70560!

DUBOIS, KENNETH P O BOX 31
AVERY ISLAND LA 70513

HEBERT, CHRIS 311 BERT ST JEANERETTE LA 70544

DUMOND, LINDSEY 
2 1 8 5  L O R E A U V I L L E  R D  NEW IBERIA LA 70560

HEBERT, FAYE C/O RT 1 BOX 291 JEANERETTE LA 70544

DUMOND, PAT2185 LOREAUVILLE RDNEW IBERIA LA 70560
HEBERT, HOWARD RT 1 BOX 291 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

DUPLANTIS, BILL204 WILREE DRIVE
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

ELDRIDGE, GERARD 605 JANICE ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

GONSOULIN, LESTER309 EVERETTE ST
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

HEBERT, JACQUE RT 1 BOX 291 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

HEBERT, LYNN 417 E MAIN ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

HEBERT, HITCH RT 1 BOX 291 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

GOULAS, KEVIN P 0 BOX 591 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

HEBERT, STEPHANIE 417 E MAIN ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

GRANGER, GWEN P O BOX 346
JEANERETTE LA 70544 -f

HITTER, ALFRED JP O BOX 9702
NEW IBERIA LA 70562

GRAVOIS, CAROL RT 1 BOX 130B JEANERETTE LA 70544

GRAVOIS, JIMMY 410 PELLERIN ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

HITTER, MARGUERITEP O BOX 9702NEW IBERIA LA 70562

HULIN, RAYMOND 509 WELDON
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

GRAVOIS, PATTI RT 1 BOX 13QB 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

KENNER, ALLEN223 EOGEWATER DRIVE
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

GUARDIA, CLARENCE 2717 JUNCA ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

KILCHR1ST, LEE ROY210 LEBLANC RD
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

GUIBERTEAU, LLOYD P O BOX 146 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

LANDRY, BILLM3 PIRATES ALLEY
NEW IBERIA LA 70560



LANDRY, DONNIE C/O DON SEAFOOD HUT N309 JOHNSTON ST 
LAFAYETTE LA 70501

LANDRY, JULIE #3 PIRATES ALLEY 
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

LANDRY, KATHY 203 DAHLIA
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

LEGNON, RICHARD RT B BOX 430 
FRANKLIN LA 70538

LEGNON, SANDRA RT B BOX 430 
FRANKLIN LA 70538

MOITY, RANDYP O BOX 10610NEW IBERIA LA 70562

HORESI, CHUCK P O BOX 645 JEANERETTE LA 70544

MGURET, TROY P O BOX 167 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

OLIVA, DOUGP O BOX 12212
NEW IBERIA LA 70562

PATOUT, JEFF3933 BAYOU BLVDNEW IBERIA LA 70560

LOUVIERE, ELDRIDGE RT 1 BOX 211 C 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

PAVY, DR DONALD111 STEVEN ST
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

MANNINA, MICHAEL II P O BOX 128 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

MANNINA, STEVE P O BOX 128 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

MCGOWEN, MICHAEL 402 DOLL ST JEANERETTE LA 70544

HERRYMAN, ART 120 GUY DRIVE ST MARTINVILLE LA 70582

HESTAYER, DAN 333 DODSON ST 
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

HIGUES, ELI P 0 BOX 844 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

HIGUES, GERALD RT 1 BOX 180 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

ROBIN, BILLY 232 DRUILHET ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

ROBIN, CYNDI 107 RAMONA
JEANERETTE LA 70544

ROBIN, MARC 107 RAMONA
JEANERETTE LA 70544

ROBIN, MIKE 107 RAMONAJEANERETTE LA 70544

ROBIN, RYAN 107 RAMONA
JEANERETTE LA 70544

ROMERO, BRAD 313 HORTENSE 
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

ROMERO, GLORIA313 HORTENSE
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

HIGUES, MALCOLM 507 EMMELINE ST 
NEW IBERIA LA 70544

ROMERO, OSSIE J313 HORTENSENEW IBERIA LA 70560



SCHEXNAYDER RAYMONDRT 1 BOX 705 
JEANERETTE LA 705MM NEW IBERIA LA 70560

SCHNEIDER, RAY RT 1 BOX 211-C 
JEANERETTE LA 705MM

SEHAR, BARRY RT M BOX 363 
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

SEHAR, LINDA RT 4 BOX 363 
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

ST GERMAIN, DON 601 E MAIN ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

ST GERMAIN, GLEN 2607 W MAIN ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

ST GERMAIN, LISA 601 E MAIN ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

ST GERMAIN, MARY LEE 601 E MAIN ST JEANERETTE LA 70544

ST UPERY, ANDRE 226 WEEKS ISLAND RD 
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

ST UPERY, EMANUEL 226 WEEKS ISLAND RD NEW IBERIA LA 70560

STELLY, NELSON602 KRAMER ST
NEW IBERIA LA 70560

STELLY, PAT 324 LOUISA ST 
JEANERETTE LA 70544

STEVENS, DENNIS116 COULEE RDNEW IBERIA LA 70560

TABB, RANDALL P O BOX 203 
LYDIA LA 70569



LAST ASCENSION SPORTSMAN S LEAOUE, INC.
A f f i l i a t e d  w i t f i  L o u is ia n a  W i l d l i f e

P .  O .  B O X  4 4 6  
G O N Z A L E S .  L A .  7 0 7 3 7

F e d e r a t io n

RESOLUTION
W H E R E A S : S p e c k l e d  t r o u t  a r e  the m a i n s t a y  of the s a l t w a t e r

recreational fishing industry; and
WHEREAS: S p e c k l e d  t r o u t  are a l s o  i m p o r t a n t  to the commercial

fishing industry and restaurant industry in Louisiana; 
and

WHEREAS: The Lou isiana Leg isla ture has authorized the Louisiana
D ep t, of W i l d l i f e  and F i s h e r i e s  to m a n a g e  spe c k l e d  
t r o u t  in the b e s t  i n t e r e s t  of the s p e c i e s  for the 
benefit of all Lou isia na citizens; and

W H E R E A S : Definite problems have surfaced with the reporting and
a c c o u n t a b i l i t y  of speckled trout caught and landed in 
Louisiana waters; and

WHEREAS: The 1.25 million pound quota has rou tine ly been reached
in April of past years; and

W H E R E A S : T h e  q u o t a  w a s  n o t  r e a c h e d  u n t i l  A u g u s t  of 1991,
enabling commercial netting of spawning trout

THEREFORE be it resolved: That the East Asc ension Sportsman's
L e a g u e  supports t h e ,recent proposals by the Louisiana 
W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  C o m m i s s i o n  to m a n a g e  the 
c o m m e r c i a l  h a r v e s t  of s p e c k l e d  t r o u t  in L o u i s i a n a .  
These proposals include

1. a commercial season on trout from Sept. 15th 
to April 1st.

2. a r e d u c t i o n  in the quota from 1.25 million 
pounds to 1 million p o u n d s .

3. t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  of n e t t i n g  t r o u t  on the 
w e e k e n d s .

4. to close the season before April 1st if the 
quota is reached sooner.



EAST ASCENSION SPORTSMAN’S LEAGUE, INC

A. Kell Mclnnis, III 
Acting Sec reta ry
Louisiana Dept, of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Box 98000
Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000 
A t t n : Mr. Mclnnis,
Recently the EASL passed a resolution concerning speckled trout 
management. We support the commission's recent recommendations, 
i n c l u d i n g :

1. a commercial season on trout opening September 15th and 
closing on April 1st.

2. a reduction in the quota to one million p o u n d s .
3. pro hibition of netting oh weekends.

We believe that these changes are nec essa ry to benefit the trout 
populations in Louisiana. If this fish is to have a future in 
our s t a t e , t h e n  t h e s e  m e a s u r e s  are a big step in the r i g h t  
direction.

A f f i l i a t e d  w i th  L o u is ia n a  W i l d l i f e  F e d e ra t io n

P .  O .  B O X  4 4 6  
G O N Z A L E S .  L A .  7 0 7 3 7

November 8 t h , 1991

Sincerely,

Terry L . Melancon 
EASL President

Attachment

MM 4 e;



^.otriaicMa, 'WiCdCi^e 'pedenatiott, *)&&.

P.O. BOX 16009 LSU 
BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA 70893 
_ 504/344-6707

November 14, 1991

Mr. A. Kell Mclnnis, Secretary 
Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission
P. 0. Box 98000
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70898-9000 
Dear Mr. Mclnnis:
Please find attached a resolution adopted by the board of directors 
of the Louisiana Wildlife Federation expressing conditional support 
for the regulations proposed by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission for the commercial harvest and sale of spotted seatrout. 
Please convey this to the members of the Commission and incorporate 
it in the record of comments on the proposal that are due by 
November 15, 1991.
Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely yours.

Randy P. Lanctot 
Executive Director

RPLrsp
Enclosure

KN 1 4

. conserving o;jr nofm.il lesoi.if.i"* .V’O your r,g')| io ergo/ the-'" "



P.O. BOX 16089 USU 
BATON ROUGE. LOUISIANA 70893 

504/344-6707

A RESOLUTION

SUBJECT: Restrictions On Commercial Harvest of Spotted Seatrout

WHEREAS, the Louisiana Wildlife Federation (LWF) supports efforts to conserve 
and manage Louisiana's fish and wildlife resources that will insure their 
abundance and diversity for the present and future benefit of Louisiana's 
citizens, and
WHEREAS, LWF supports actions of the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
(LWFC) and the Louisiana State Legislature that will reduce gear and user con­
flicts between parties engaged in harvesting or otherwise enjoying the benefits 
of these resources in order to protect our resources and to minimize antagonism 
between user groups, and
WHEREAS, the Louisiana Legislature enacted Act 708 of the 1991 Regular Session 
which established policies and standards for the conservation, management and 
regulation of saltwater finfish which was strongly supported by the LWF, and
WHEREAS, the LWFC has proposed restrictions on the commercial harvest of spotted 
seatrout as follows:

Commercial harvest and sale of spotted seatrout from Louisiana waters 
will be prohibited from April 1st thru September 14th each year; during 
this time possession of spotted seatrout on any vessel in Louisiana 
waters that has aboard- any seine, gill net, trammel net or hoop net is 
prohibited; the same prohibition of commercial harvest will apply from 
sunset Friday thru sunset Sunday during the commercial harvest season 
(September 15 thru March 31); the annual quota for commercially 
harvested spotted seatrout will be 1 million pounds (reduced from the 
existing 1.25 million pound quota); the commercial season will be 
closed when the quota is predicted to be reached or on April 1st, 
whichever occurs first; and

WHEREAS, these restrictions will serve to reduce user conflicts and will be 
conservative of the spotted seatrout resource.
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of the Louisiana Wildlife 
Federation, assembled at its Fall 1991 meeting October 20th in Alexandria, 
Louisiana supports the new restrictions on the commercial harvest and sale of 
spotted seatrout as proposed by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 
at its October 1991 meeting, to the extent that they are consistent with 
Act 708 of the 1991 Regular Session of the Louisiana Legislature.

c o n S f i ' v m g  Ot;r  n . i h i f i i t  r d t O u r c r *  .i.’ irj y o u r  t o  C ' i / O y  J^cn i "
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O ctober 24,1991

To: Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
P.O. Box 98000 
Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000 OR 2 9 SI

Reference: Proposed changes - commercial fishing
regulations regarding speckled trout

To the Commission:

I am writing in support of the proposed regulation change of commercial speckled trout 
fishing that includes:

- A strict open season duration of April 1 - September 1

- The reduction of seasonal commercial quota from 1.25 million pounds to 1.00 
million pounds.

- The closure of commercial speckled trout fishing on all weekends from sunset 
Friday to sunset Sunday.

I am a recreational saltwater fisherman and have been fishing predominately the 
Cocodrie/Timbalier/Pelto area for the past 12 to 15 years. I consider myself to be a 
fisherman of average ability, however, I fish hard whenever I venture out which is 
approximately twenty times per season. I supported the reduction in trout creel limits from 
50 to 25 fish per person as reasonable as well as the 12 inch minimum size limit, however, 
the reduction in the individual fish size and numbers of my catches over the last few years, 
the freeze not withstanding, has been dramatic. I have many sportsman friends that I 
associate with and all of them adhere to the present rules and regulations faithfully 
however, it seems that all of them are experiencing the same phenomenon. Last year, as 
well as this year, was especially poor and to continue seeing the commercials "loading up" 
on trout through July and only seeing a season closure of one (1) month while I was 
averaging approximately 10 fish per boat per trip was, to say the least, frustrating. The 
number of undersize "throwbacks" is increasing with less and less "keepers" available. It is 
also apparent that there is no way of regulating the commercial quota with any reasonable 
degree of accuracy. I simply cannot believe that the commercial quota of 1.25 million 
pounds was not reached until August of last year.



On the brighter side, the return of "good" redfishing has been equally as dramatic since the 
commercial closure. Again, the recreational limit of five (5), I consider quite reasonable. 
It Is rewarding to get into a school of reds and catch a few and know that the whole school 
will not be wiped out the next day with a purse seine. Again, an excellent example of what 
a change in regulations can do to improve a distressed fishery In a relatively short time.

My only conclusion to the significant recreational reduction in the speckled trout catch over 
the last few years is that the commercial fishing is out of control (again, the freeze not 
withstanding). Some means must be utilized to stabilize the deterioration of this fishery if 
we are to salvage it at all. Additional observations of speckled trout recreational charter 
boats reveals that their catches are dropping off also, to the point, that it's almost useless 
to charter a trip for the few number of small trout that are taken. It's just not worth it!.

In summary, there is room for both recreationals and commercials but reasonable limits 
must be placed on each. I believe the recreational limits are fair and, for the most part, are 
adhered to by the vast majority of the sports fishermen. I only ask that the commercials be 
made to play by the same rules and the proposed regulation change is a step in that 
direction.

Again, I support the proposed changes to the commercial speckled trout regulations. I 
congratulate the commission for their past work and feel that this current proposal is again 
a step in the right direction.

J.A. Veazey 
420 Monsanto 
Luling, LA 70070
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Jl X̂z/v-t- cv />nxr>xL erti .̂ 5 t/u^vJ-^<rw ZtizA ^  uu-tu^Y Jt* t̂lLe

X u XvXa^

jcXcJ^W'lAxrij' y iX'-yLZ^' d^'uj ZVl^

3-^L X V x - ^  (lI a ^ Y ^  W w x  1 <Uc'.

AX<

(Xivllvc-Y -A). XlTKCi



S
0m
0)1

■§i
o

mi
SI

f l i l i i l i a f f i f l t i i i S

a-g,^SZ'-gs
&§§'
l i s ta
tag'll
f i l l

Sc•=i| s
i:Z

r-I bfi $

0 | E
.#3 8
all a m i 1sill

1s.fi 

js o
o  .

f!
i l

i
r-cs
!• p
E

#•c

13

imamIP£t« .tS © O to ©<^OU3

m
IM
i l lp

>"3 «'5

HU
h - i jE 'Vd g-S-S w

S-s '
H i l t  
w 6

*3
'54i£
I
a>sapE

*6OC
c©©W)to
T3C03
60 ©

u5 5 eq 5
‘A © A  ©■

,1

i8
! R

*
‘ f i k a
5,
8
II

« « S “ ̂  
3̂ .^ lie s.

SI, illilil^ % % 0 0 g §Cu iN u42 »j P> CD 03
t  ^  ................................................... ...

wcowflj4)M
DlCz
iZ

E c-5 » w E o ?MS» “  g-g
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To: Acting Secretary N o v e m b e r  9 1991

I am very concern about the proposal that is trying to be pass. 
That is the close season on speckled trout, the reduction of the 
quota, and closing on the weekends. I think this is unfair and 
against my rights. If you want a close season then close it 
fi?om September 15 to April 1st. Between this time the trout 
are small and the price is low. So why give our resource a w a y .
But you would say that between April 1st and September 15th 
it would be in spawning season in which you are right. So if this 
is the case shut the recreation fisherman down for two months in 
the heart of the spawning season.Also the size of the trout. , 
should be raise to 14 inches to the recreation fisherman But there 
is no problem with the trout. LDV/F biologists said there, is no 
problem with speckled trout. But if you not going to listen to 
them, you do not need them. V/e should not waste the taxpayers 
m o n e y . What I can not understand is that the trawlers can drag 
nets through the heart of the spawning season with one and one 
fourth inch stretch mesh net and I have to use three and one 
half inch stretch mesh and I will be shut down and this is 
unconstitution.

Closing is not to bad considering there .is hardly any 
room to fish on the weekends. This is why many recreation fish—  
man complain that is no fish.Their is to much boat traffic and 
this keep the fish spook. And on Sunday we belong in church. 
Beside that it causes a lot of hard feeling between Commercial



and recreation. All I want is to make a honest living without " 
having to worry about.being put out of business from year to 
year. A good commercial fisherman is the most conservationist 
person in the water because this is his livelihood. The year 
we had 12 inch size on trout I had always throw back trout 
under 14 inches.lt better to let them grow so that they can 
spawn another year or ^wo and they will be worth more money.
It is not right for recreation fisherman to be able to catch 
a smaller fish.

As for the quota there should not even be a quota but
at least a much larger quota instead of a smaller one. But that
does not matter because of the close season, recreation fishman
can fish all year round without being check for size limit, and
their bag limit. I can be out in the middle of a bay surround
by recreation fisherman an a Wildlife Fisheries agent will come
straight at me and check out everything then leave and never
check a recreation fisherman..This is hassment an unfair.I am

"treated like a criminal but I have a clean record.ife and my 
family has always went bythe. book and havealways work with the 
'Wildlife and Fisheries. My family had a seafood business in 
L e e v i l l e , louisiana and v/e bought more trout and redfish from 
the recreation fisherman than the commercial fisherman.On many 
occasions we would have recreation fisherman pull in and sell 
their fish and most of them were members of GCCA.'.'ost all the 
time their fish were one third illegal. Lot of the time it was 
really sad because of all the that was wasted.

Recreationfisherman are allow twenty-five fish bag limit 
and if they average a pound a piece with 300p00 recreation fish- 
man would be a one day catch of 7500000 in which that is six



times more than the commercial .fisherman has for the whole year. If 
you think all this is fair then your mother did not teach you from 
right from wrong. But it seems like politics and not conservation.

The right thing to do is to remove the quota or give each 
individual enough to make fair living. Close trout fishing down on 
the weekends. Then have a close season for one month in the spawn­
ing season for. both fishing groups. Maybe commercial be close in 
May and recreation in June or vice versa. That would be the fair 
thing to do. That w o u l d ,give two months of relief to the spawning.

And something else that bothers me is in the Times Picayune 
on Fridays they have a fishing report in the back of the sport 
section. Itshows how good the fishing in the southeastern part 
of the state. It give rating like p o o r ,fair,and good reports.
Alot of the time they say that there is plenty of trout and just 
afew but plenty. Then the same people go to Baton Rouge and say 
that there is no trout. They just do not want us out there period.
A couple of months ago when had the hearing on the trout proposal 
a man got up and said that 2000 commercial fisherman caught 625 
pounds that we would have our quota and he is right but not near­
ly all of the 2000 commercial fisherman fish for trout. There are 
only a few of us. Then the weather is something we have to contend 
with. Last winter we had about six days that we were able to fish.

Recreation fisherman said that there fishery produces a 
lot of revenue. This is true but the commercial fisherman produces 
a lot of revenue also. Whether there is commercial fishing in this

istate or not there still going to be recreation fishing. Both fisher
-ies are needed is this state,

-



I have been living in this state for over seventeen years.
I move here because love this-state and the people. My wife is 
from here and my kids were born and raise here. I started out as 
a commercial fisherman and the laws were so bad that Ihad to go 
get a job in the oil field. Then in 1982 I was lay off and out 
of work. Then Iwent back to the seafood industry. I went to work 
for my father who had a seafood business in Leeville. An Icommercial 
fisherman for a living in which I did since Iwas ten years old 
witn .my father,uncles,and my grandfather. It like a family tradition 
Then when wildlife and fisheries started with the quota its been 
down hill. The year after the quota was effective Ihad to file 
bankruptsy because the trout was shut off in the time that I make 
piy best living. After I lost everything,four months later I finally 
found a job in the oilfield and got lay off, f o u r  r.ontns l a t e r .

Ko’.v in th e  o i l f i e l d  you work a while th e n  g e t  lay o f f .  Tow l a ; : ,  

disable and Id o  n o t  no whetner I  will be a b le  to w ork  a g a in  and 
if I am able to no one will hir e:someone with a hurt back and over 
thirty-five years old. Commercial fishing maybe the only source of 
income, something thatl can work'at my own pace.

I hope Wildlife and Fisheries makes the right decision so 
that there is no hardship. I .want to work together and not fight 
against each other. There is room for everyone and still be conser­
vationist.

Thank You
Russel L. Black 

A concern fisherman
kussel M. Black_ _ _ _ _  2 . ̂
2107 North 2na Street 
Golaen Meadow La. 70337
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^ W ^ H E N R Y  H GROFF 
) ^ M l 4 0  BARRY AVE 
* 0 ^ JEFFERSON, LA 7 0 1 2 1

-rr, November 1, 1991 
One Hundred Block of Barry 
Fishing Group

Acting Secty,
La. Dept. Wildlife & Fisheries
P. 0. Box 98000
Baton Rouge, La. 7^0898
We strongly urge implementation of proposed rule 
changes for speckled trout planned to go in effect' 
February 20, 1992.

G. Faustermann

R E C E I V E D
CA. DEPARTMENT OF 
WILDLIFE & FISHERIES

NOV - 81991
A S SIST A N T  SECRETA RY  

O FFIC E OF F ISH E R IE S

••-•-Nrj
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^ s s s z - s s s s r *  PALM ALARMS Systems, Inc. p- ^ " ^ 5s r
309 Everette Street - Phone 318/364-7929 • New Iberia, Louisiana 70560

10-30-1991

Acting Sect. La. Wildlife and fisheries P.C Box 98000 Eaton Rouge La. 70898=9000
Dear Sir;
I read with interest the article in the Advocate of
10.-27-91 concerning your plans for revising the regulations on speckle trout.I approve of thes changes without reservations.I am 80 years of age and have fished red fish and speckle trout for the past 65 years in Vermillion bay and r the reefs south of r.'arsh Island. I am concerned for my three grandsons who are all fishermen.First I would like to compliment your dept, on the ref fish regulations.! have caught and returned to the water more undersized red fish tha any time during my fisheeing career.When you compare our regulatios on the commercial harvest of speckle trout with the other Gulf stateg
Its time we get in line.The effect to the economy from 200,000 salt warer fishermen who purchased salt water fishing licenses as compared to 2,000 commercial gill netters should be considered.When a striker boat comes into our r e e f s ,harvest the trout , and leave without touching land in La. there isnt much income for the state.By the way , who tells the redfish not to go into the speckle trout gill nets.? Enforcement in that area seems to be xahKXK rather casual.
Y . . .

Lester uonsouiin s r .

NOV - 8 1991
A SSIST A N T  s £C5 c r ( fRqO FFIC E  O F FISH E R IE S

Burglar and Fire A larm s Installed and Serviced



Mr. Secretary,

As a life long resident of the state of Louisiana,
I am deeply concerned about the policies you are enacting 
concerning the commercial fishermen.

Most of us are neither educated in or financially able 

to defend ourselves against the affluent that have taken it 

upon themselves to destroy the commercial fisherman. It is 

hard enough to make a living in Louisiana today without the 

legislators curtailing us at every opportunity. Commercial 

fishermen know more about this states resourses (fish, shrimp,etc.) 

than any sportsman will ever know. It is our life. No one has 

more to lose from dwindling numbers of fish than us.

Most of the restrictions previously imposed upon us 

we have taken in stride, but it is becoming clear that no matter how 

much we give it is never to be enough! With all the talk of 

the states suffering welfare system, you would think the 

state would help those who are trying to support themselves 

and their families.

In conclusion, I urge you not to turn your back on us. _

We will work with you at every opportunity to ensure the 

continued abundance of fishing resources. Please do not throw 

us to the wolves who would have you believe that all 

commercial fishermen are abusers. We have been fishing in 

Louisiana for generations. It is our heritage.

I thank you for your time and service to all the people
-

of Louisiana.

- i,

' V  -

i

Sincerely,

OCT 3 1 El



PS A few things I would ask you to consider:

1) If when the sea trout season is proposed to be closed that

the commercial fishermen be allowed to fish in the gulf.
(until the Quota is met)

2) Allow the commercial fisherman the same creel limits as the 

sportsman. (5 red fish, 25 specks)

3) And last ask.yourself if this legislation you propose

will long satisfy the adversaries.of the commercial fisherman!

Magnus W. McGee 
HC 69 box 338A 
-Cameron, La. 70631



17663 Old Jefferson Hwy. Praireville, LA 70769 October 28, 1991

Kell'Me Innis Acting Secretary La. Wildlife & Fisheries Box 98000Baton Rouge, LA 70898"
Dear Sir: '

With modem technologies and the arrival of the Vietnamese fishermen, I strongly believe that any resource can be stressed to a dangerous level so fast' that learned- biologist won't know its happening until its to late. Conroerical interest is constantly shooting itself in the foot by over harvesting a recource. After all, the more one catches the more money one makes.
Itself, along with most sport fishermen would like to see speckled trout a game fish. Believe me, sane day that will happen. The greed .of commericial fishermen will demand it!

• Mark me down as one conservationist in favor of the new proposed trout regulations. I think it is a step in the rigfrt direction. Congratulate the Commission members for me!,

C.Z. "Sonny" Guice

''"̂ U !y/;



pCo-fo—V

KENNETH L. 0D1NET, SR.
DISTRICT 103 
(504) 277-5664

STATE OF LOUISIANA
H O U SE  O F REPRESENTATIVES

9 3 2  A N G E L A  A V E N U E  

A R A B I, L O U IS IA N A  7 0 0 3 2  
(5 0 4 1  2 7 9 - 2 5 5 5

J U D IC IA R Y
N A T U R A L  R E S O U R C E S  

L A B O R  A N D  IN D U S T R IA L  R E L A T IO N S

October 30, 1991

A. Kell Mclnnis III 
Acting Secretary
La. Dept, of Wildlife and Fisheries
P.0. Box 98000
Baton Rouge, LA 70898

, .t:J V

on 3 1 91

RE: Season and Quota Change
Spotted Sea Trout

Dear Mr. Mclnnis:

Enclosed please find a letter which reflects my position on 
the proposed rule change.

As per our conversation the species is not in danger, and the 
present plan is working; therefore, I oppose any change in the 
present plan.

Any assistance you might offer in maintaining present quotas 
will be appreciated.

Very truly yours,
, ^  _ O

KLO/mh
Enclosures

Kenneth L. Odine
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STATE OF LOUISIANA
H O U SE  O F REPRESENTATIVES

KENNETH L  ODINET, SR.
DISTRICT 103 
(504)277-5664

October 30, 1991

9 3 2  A N G E L A  A V E N U E  
A R A B I, L O U IS IA N A  7 0 0 3 2  

( 5 0 4 1 2 7 9 - 2 5 5 5

J U D IC IA R Y

N A T U R A L  R E S O U R C E S  
L A B O R  A N D  IN D U S T R IA L  R E L A T IO N '

Representative Sam Theriot 
101 South State St.
Abbeville, LA 70510

Representative Charles DeWitt, 
Box S
Lecompte, LA 71346

Representative Jessie P. Guidry 
P.0, Box 181 
Larose, LA 70373

Representative Harry L. Benoit
P.0. Box 1028
Breaux Bridge, LA 70517

Jr. Representative John L . Glover 
Star Rt., Box 570 
Chauvin, LA 70344

. Representative Carl Gunter, Jr. 
104 Chestnut 
Pineville, LA 71360

Representative Theodore Haik, Jr. Representative Melvin Holden
P.0. Box 11040 243 Rivercrest
New Iberia, LA 70562-1040 Baton Rouge, LA 70807

Representative Christopher John Representative Clyde Kimball
P.0. Box 921
Crowley, LA 70527-0921

Representative Frank Patti 
P.0, Box 53
Belle Chasse, LA 70037

Representative John Siracusa 
S.R. 5, Box 737 
Morgan City, LA 70380

Representative Warren Triche, 
100 Tauzin Lane 
Thibodaux, LA 70301

110 Charlene
New Roads, LA 70760

Representative Randall Roach
P.0. Box 1299
Lake Charles, LA 70620

Representative Arthur W. Sour 
755 Bester
Shreveport, LA 71107

RE: Proposed Wildlife & Fisheries
Commission Revised Rules for 
Speckled Trout Harvest .to 
become effective February 20, 
1992

Gentlemen:

In accord with News Release of October 15, 1991 by the
Wildlife and Fisheries, the spotted sea trout commercial fishing 
season is to be changed to April thru September 14 each year, 
excluding all weekends.

> 5



Natural Resources Comm. 
October 30, 1991 
Page 2

The quota Is to be cut by 250,000 pounds, and under Section 
E, It appears that recreational fishermen would be allowed to sell 
their catch.

During the last legislative session, state biologist clearly 
stated that the spotted sea trout was not In danger under existing 
commercial quotas.

The Roach HB 1592-Act 708 was Intended to prevent the rule 
changing proposed in the news release.

Please write the commission prior to November 15, 1991 and 
state your comments In this regard. Commercial fishermen are in 
no position to accept this quota reduction during these depressed 
times.

The legislature clearly stated their position on this issue 
just four months ago, it is unfair for the commission to circumvent 
the intent of both houses.

Your cooperation in opposing the rule change would greatly 
assist my constituents, and it will be sincerely appreciated.

With kindest personal regards, I remain,

Kenneth -L. Odinet
KLO/mh
Enclosure
cc: Wildlife and Fisheries

A . ‘Kell Mclnnis III



Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries

MEWS RELEASE
A. Kell M clnnU m  

Acting Secretary

91-142 10/15/91

CONTACT 
(504) 765-2923

COMMISSION REVISES RULES FOR SPECKLED TROUT HARVEST
A pro2»**ro o f  revised regul.nt.lonR for the commercial

harvest of spotted se'atrout (speckled trout) has been proposed by 
the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission.

Meeting Oct. 8 in Baton Rouge, the commissioners voted to 
file a Notice of Intent that provides for the following:

A. There.shall be a closed season for the commercial take 
from Louisiana waters, and a prohibition of the commercial 
possession of spotted seatrout, including but not limited to a 
prohibition of the possession of spotted seatrout on any vessel
possessing or fishing any seine, gill net, trammel net or hoop/
net, whether taken from within or without Louisiana waters, and 
the commercial sale, barter or trade of spotted seatrout in 
Louisiana from 12:01 a.m. April 1 until midnight Sept. 14 of 
every year.

B. There shall be a prohibition of the commercial take from 
Louisiana waters, and the commercial possession of spotted 
seatrout on the waters of the state, including but not limited to 
a prohibition of the possession of spotted seatrout during the

more

\\

\



first add specks

closed period on any vessel possessing or fishing any seine, gill 
net, trammel net or hoop net, whether taken from within or 
without Louisiana waters from sunset Friday through sunset Sunday 
for every weekend of the open commercial spotted seatrout season. 
(These weekend periods will remain open for recreational 
fishing, however.)

C. The annual commercial ov.ota for spotted seatrout shall 
be one million pounds. (It formerly was 1.25 million pounds.)

D. The commercial season for spotted seatrout shall be 
closed on the earlier date of 12:01 a.m. April 1, or when the 
quota has been reached, or when the staff of the Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries predicts the one million pound quota will 
be met each year.

E. Nothing shall prohibit the possession by commercial 
fishermen off the water of fish legally taken during any open 
period, or commercial dealers and anyone other than a commercial 
fisherman licensed to sell, barter or exchange spotted seatrout 
from possessing, selling, bartering or trading spotted seatrout" 
taken legally during any open period provided that those who are 
required to do so shall maintain appropriate records in 
accordance with R.S. 56:306.4.

F. Pursuant to R.S. 56:322 and effective with the seasonal 
closure, or the closure coming after the- quota has been reached, 
or projected to have been reached, the legal commercial mesh size 
for all gill nets, trammel nets and seine nets used in saltwater
areas of the state, other than strike nets, shall be a minimum of 
four and one-half inches stretched and a person shall have in 
possession or use aboard a vessel no more than two strike nets.

This rule shall become effective on Feb. 20, 1992.
Interested persons may submit written comments on the 

proposed rule to the following_address before Nov. 15, 1991: 
Acting Secretary, Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries, 
Box 96000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

-30-
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2417 Trio St. 
Chalmette, La 70043 
September 23, 1991

Mr. A. Kell Mclnnis, acting secretary 
Dept, of Wildlife & Fisheries 
P 0 Box 98000 
Baton Rouge, La. 70898
Mr. Me Innis:
I called you long, distance and could not get you on the phone. I talked to four people there and they acted as though they 
did not know you.
I sold my boat and all my fishihg equipment and am now playing 
golf. The gill nets and purse seines depleted the fish in 
St. Bernard Parish. The greedy commercial fisherman (who obey 
no rules) are killing the goose that laid the golden egg,
1 will not go fishing anymore but you seem to be on the right 
track. 1 wish you all the luck in the world as you will need it.

P. S. Let the commercial fisherman catch and sell all they 
want but catch them with a rod and reel.

SEP 261991 bLCHHAin
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September 16, 1991
6rt»6M. Cĉ ptf̂ rc.

A. Kell Mclnnis, Acting Secretary 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
P.0. Box 98000 
Baton Rouge, LA 70898

Dear Mr. Mclnnis:

In response to the Wildlife and Fisheries proposal to furthur limit 
gill netting for speckled trout, I would like to comment as 
follows:

1. I think gill netting for speckled trout and redfish 
should be banned completely. The catch of the 
sportsfisherman over the last five years has dwindled to 
where it is not worth going fishing. Whereas I and many 
of my fishing acquaintanances would at least sometimes 
get a limit of trout five to ten years ago, now struggle 
to catch a dozen trout per boat. My personal log since 
1975 is proof of how each year my fishing success has 
dwindled.

2. The current method of accounting for commercial catches 
of trout is a joke. I fish in Cocodrie exclusively and 
I see not only trout coming in on net boats, but redfish 
as well. If I turn someone in. I'll probably get my camp 
burned down, so if the netters are able to get away with 
hiding redfish, I know they are hiding trout. I've even 
seen redfish and undersize trout at Schwegmann's 
supermarket. Therefore, I find it hard to support a 
quota which is not policed and catches are easily hidden.

3. I can support your proposal under one circumstance, that 
is if it is part of a plan to rid the state of gill 
netting for specks and red forever, and the method of 
accounting for the commercial catches in the meantime is 
rectified.

Thank you for your time and interest in hearing my comments.

1 $P 2 o ?,

Q ,, .
Robert H. Himes, Jr. v 
3220 Roosevelt Blvd. 
Kenner, LA 70065
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^  CV',s<- ^

---
grTO »"cAĴ C
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October 2, 1991

»■ V-

FlM » T» yr .. . ̂,|

Mr. Jimmy Jenkins, Chairman 
LA Wildlife & Fisheries Commission 
2000 Quail Drive 
Baton Rouge, LA 70808
Dear Mr. Jenkins:
I as well as other seafood industry representatives posed several 
poignant questions at the most recent commission meeting? 
however, you and other commissioners either avoided or refused to 
provide any response at what was supposedly a “public meeting."
The purpose of this letter is to request an immediate, direct and 
written response to the following questions which pertain to the 
circumstances surrounding your decision to file a Notice of 
Intent to reduce the commercial quota of speckled trout. Please 
respond to the following questions:
(A) Who, if anyone, was notified to represent the commercial 

seafood interest? By what specific means did the Gulf Coast 
council Association receive notification of these meetings? 
(Please include with your response copies of the taped 
proceedings, any handwritten notes, or any other records 
from these meetings.) And if such notice was sent to 
consumer and commercial interest, how many days prior to the 
meeting(s) was it sent?

(B) Senate Bill 535 and House Bill 1592 requires that any 
modification to quota's and other fishery management 
measures be fair and based on biological, sociological and 
economic data. Please provide the biological, sociological 
and economic justification for the proposed modifications to 
the commercial speckled trout fishery.

(C) Four months ago during the 1991 legislative session, 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries staff 
testified that there was no need to change the commercial 
harvest or quota of speckled trout. This position was also 
reflected in the voluminous Louisiana speckled trout 
management plan, What has occurred over the last three to 
four months which prompts you now to make the proposed 
changes?

7133 IVY STREET METAIRIE, LOUISIANA 70003 504/738-3160 FAX: 504/738-3169
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Mr. Jimmy Jenkins
Louisiana Wildlife & Fisheries Commission October 1, 1991 
Page Two

(D) Please provide specific instances and the circumstances that 
lead to the perceived need to make the changes proposed in your Notice of intent,

(E) What were your motives and what are you seeking to 
accomplish with the proposed changes. For example, is your 
goal/motive conservation?

(F) What ever, the goalfs), was consideration given to measures
that would Curtail the effort and catch of recreational 
fishermen? If so, what measures were considered? If not, 
why? If such measures were considered but later discarded, 
please explain why. '

(G) We were promised copies of the Notice of intent that was 
read and voted on. Where is it? Why has it taken so long 
to send? Please include a copy with your reply?

(H) When was the Finflsh Committee formed? Are there any 
records from public or closed meetings which show 
discussion(s) about the need for the establishment of this 
committee? What is its purpose? Finally, how was the 
original membership to this committee established?

(I) Approximately two years ago the department formed a Finflsh 
Task Force comprised of various user group representatives. 
Did this group have an opportunity to provide input? What 
role, if any, will they have in future finflsh 
recommendations?

This letter has been sent on behalf of each organization on the 
attached list.;. Pn:b.ehalf of all, I trust that you will provide a 
prompt response. Forward your.response to the address shown on 
my letterhead.

Sales Manager

cc: Governor Roemer
Billy Guste
commercial Fishing Organizations
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Bill Dekemel
B Bank commercial Fishermen1a Assoc 
#11 Treasure Isles 
Slidell, LA 70461 
504/646-1954
L. J. Brunet, President 
Organization of LA Fishermen 
P. o. Box 220 
Galliano, LA 70354 
504/475-6770
Daniel Shay, President 
coastal Concerned Assoc.
At. 2 Box 64-A 
creole, LA 70632 
(318)542-4355
Darcy Kiffe, President ..
LA shrimp Assoc.
At. 1, BOX 241 
LOCkporfc, LA 70374 
(504)532-5887, 532-3635
Charlie Davis, President 
Common Claws, Inc.
At. 2, BOX 2795 
Plaguemine, LA 70764 
(504)659-2569

Donald Lirette
Terrebonne Fishermen’s Organization 
5347 Grand Cailiou Road 
Dulac, LA 70353 
(504)563-7009
Pete Vujunovich, Jr., President 
Plaquemines oyster Association 
P. 0, BOX 253 
Port Sulphur, LA 70083 
(504)564-2966
V  • V ' ... ,,Lawrence Stipelcovich 
Plaquemines Finfish Fishermen's Assoc 
P. O, BOX 272 
Empire, LA 70050

Joe Buras, President
Delta Commercial Fisheries Assoc
P, O. Box 813
Boothville, LA 70038
(504)534-7335
Phil Cantrell, president
6. w, la Fishermen's a s s o c .
712 Arthur Ave.
Lake Arthur, la 70549 
(3181774-3417. 774-KKAS

Henry Truelove, President 
LA Fishermen for Fair Laws - 
P. O. Box 292 
Charenton, LA 70523 
(318)923-7238
Henry Truelove
Concerned Finfishermen of LA 
P. O. BOX 292 
Charenton, LA 70523 
318/923-7238
Walton Kraver, President 
American Shrimp Processors Assoc.
P. O. Box 50774
Nov Orleans, LA 70150
(504)368-1571
Tee John Mialjevich. President 
Concerned Shrimpers of America 
P. O. Box 637 
Belle Chasse, LA 70037 
(504)391-1177
Carlton Delino 
Fishermen for Fair Laws 
HC 69, BOX 73 
Cameron, LA 70631 
318/569-2382
Peter Gerica
Lake Ponchartrain Fishermen's Assoc. 
Rt. 6, Box 285K 
New Orleans, l a 70128 
504/254-0618, 246-3343
Tyrone Edwards
Concerned Citizens/Fishermens Asac P. 0. Box 63 
Dav&nt, LA 70046

Hike Volsin, President 
LA Seafood Processors Council 
P. O. BOX 3916 
Houma, LA 70361-3916 
(504)868-7191
Raymond Couture, Jr., Acting pres.
S E LA Commercial Fishermen's Assoc. Rt. 1, BOX 903 
St. Bernard, LA 70085 
(504)684-3512
Harry Borden, President 
St Bernard oyster Leaseholders Assoc 
912 Florissant Rd. 
st. Bernard, LA 70085



Daniel Edgar# President
SW pass Oyster Dealera/Growere Asso
HC 71# Box 394
Franklin, LA 70538
(318)923-7601
william A. "Buster" Kass XV# President 
LA Oyster Dealers/Growers Assoc,
P, 0. BOX 826
Grand Isle, LA 70358
(504)340-8034, 787-3131

Bill Hayward, President
LA Natural Freshwater catfish Assoc.
40448 Parker Rd,
Prairieville, LA 70769 
(504)622-4410/ 622-1606# 622-2161

*; '  • < < — *
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October 2, 1991

Mr. Kell Mclnnis, Secretary 
LA Wildlife & Fisheries 
2000 Quail Drive 
Baton Rouge, LA 70808

Dear Kell,

0% o  1
5\

I as well as other seafood industry representatives posed several 
poignant questions at the most recent commission meeting? 
however, you and other commissioners either avoided or refused to 
provide any response.

The purpose of this letter is to request an immediate, direct and 
written response to the following questions which pertain to the 
circumstances surrounding your decision to file a Notice of 
Intent to reduce the commercial quota of speckled trout.

Please respond to the following questions:

(A) What members of the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries technical staff were present at the two meetings 
of the commission's finfish task force? What input, if any, 
did they provide?

(B) You pointed out the Enforcement Division had expressed 
certain problems with the implementation of the "special 
strike force” that had been incorporated into the Notice of 
Intent. It is my understanding, that on September 3, 1991 
Jerry Clark stated at a staff meeting that at the upcoming 
September 5, 1991 commission meeting, you should state 
"these recommendations reflect the position of the 
commission and do not reflect the position of the department 
or the technical staff." Why were you remiss in doing this? 
And for the record, what is the position of the department 
and the technical staff relative to the need for each of the 
proposed changes?

(C) Please provide copies of all interdepartmental memos and 
documents, handwritten notes and letters, notes and memos 
to/from the commission or the Finfish Committee relative to 
this matter.

7133 IVY STREET METAIRIE, LOUISIANA 70003 504/738-3160 FAX: 504/738-3169
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(D) Four months ago during the 1991 legislative session, 
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries staff 
testified that there was no need to change the commercial 
harvest or quota of speckled trout. This position was also 
reflected in the voluminous Louisiana speckled trout 
management plan. If the departments position has changed, 
what has occurred over the past four months which would 
require the proposed changes?

(E) Please provide a copy of the Notice of Intent and the 
department's fiscal impact statement.

(F) Finally, I would like to request that the Department prepare
a T-or-irvr-h -For- 4-ha naei* ■huolxyo •mnrvf-lie an -FirvFich r» i 4-a*-4 ane 4- a

Also, on this matter I have reviewed the 1989 NMFS 
recreation survey data which among other items reports on 
"catch over the limit" by recreational fishermen. Sixteen 
to eighteen percent (i.e.16%-18%) of their catch of speckled 
trout is in excess of the daily creel limit. This does not 
even consider or count the amount of undersized trout caught 
by sports fishermen. Please have your technical staff 
extrapolate what the total "illegal catch in excess of the 
limit" would be. It appears to me, based on simple 
calculations, that that amount would be in excess of the 
total commercial quota of speckled trout? keeping in mind 
this figure does not even reflect "undersized-illegal" catch 
by sports fishermen. What do you propose to do to address 
and curtail the effort and catch by the group (e.g. sports 
fishermen) that puts the greatest pressure_on this resource?

This letter has been sent on behalf of each organization on the 
attached list. On behalf of all, I trust that you will provide a 
prompt response. Forward your response to the address shown on

Sales Manager r e c e i v e d
i A DEPARTMENT OF

cc: Governor Roemer
Billy Guste
Commercial Fishing Organizations . OCT - 81991
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. Bill Dekemel
B Bank Commercial Fishermen's Assoc 
#11 Treasure Isles 
Slidell, '"LA 70461 
504/646-1954

L. J. Brunet, President 
Organization of LA Fishermen 
P. O. Box 220 
Galliano, LA 70354 
504/475-6770
Daniel Shay, President 
Coastal Concerned Assoc.
Rt. 2 Box 64-A 
Creole, LA 70632 
(318)542-4355

Darcy Kiffe, President 
LA Shrimp Assoc.
Rt. 1, Box 241 
Lockport, LA 70374 
(504)532-5887, 532-3635

Charlie Davis, President 
Common Claws, Inc.
Rt. 2, Box 2795 
Plaguemine, LA 70764 
(504)659-2569

Donald Lirette
Terrebonne Fishermen's Organization 
5347 Grand Caillou Road 
Dulac, LA 70353 
(504)563-7009

Pete Vujunovich, Jr., President 
Plaquemines Oyster Association 
P. O. Box 253 
Port Sulphur, LA 70083 
(504)564-2966

Henry Truelove, President 
LA Fishermen for Fair Laws 
P. 0. Box 292 
Charenton, LA 70523 
(318)923-7238

Henry Truelove
Concerned Finfishermen of LA
P. O. Box 292
Charenton, LA 70523
318/923-7238
Walton Braver, President 
American Shrimp Processors Assoc.
P. O. Box 50774 
New Orleans, LA 70150 
(504)368-1571

Tee John Mialjevich, President 
Concerned Shrimpers of America 
P. O. Box 637 
Belle Chasse, LA 70037 
(504)391-1177

Carlton Delino 
Fishermen for Fair Laws 
HC 69, Box 73 
Cameron, LA 70631 
318/569-2382

Peter Gerica
Lake Ponchartrain Fishermen's Assoc. 
Rt. 6, Box 285K 
New Orleans, LA 70128 
504/254-0618, 246-3343

Tyrone Edwards
Concerned Citizens/Fishermens Assc 
P. O. Box 63 
Davant, LA 70046

Lawrence Stipelcovich
Plaquemines Finfish Fishermen's Assoc. 
P. O. Box 272 
Empire, LA 70050

Joe Buras, President
Delta Commercial Fisheries Assoc
P. O. Box 813
Boothville, LA 70038
(504)534-7335

Mike Voisin, President 
LA Seafood Processors Council 
P. O. Box 3916 
Houma, LA 70361-3916 
(504)868-7191

Raymond Couture, Jr., Acting Pres.
S E LA Commercial Fishermen's Assoc. 
Rt. 1, Box 903 
St. Bernard, LA 70085 
(504)684-3512

Phil Cantrell, President 
S. W. LA Fishermen's Assc 

2 Arthur Ave.
Arthur, LA 70549 

4-3417, 774-5505

Harry Borden, President
St Bernard Oyster Leaseholders Assoc
912 Florissant Rd.
6t. Bernard, LA 70085 
(504)676-1347



Bill Hayward, President 
LA Natural Freshwater Catfish Assoc 
40448 Parker Rd.
Prairieville, LA 70769 
(504)622-4410, 622-1806, 622-2161

William A. "Buster11 Kass IV, President 
LA Oyster Dealers/Growers Assoc.
P. O. Box 826
Grand Isle, LA 70358
(504)340-8034, 787-3131

* Daniel Edgar, President 
SW Pass Oyster Dealers/Growers Assc 
HC 71, Box 394 
Franklin, LA 70538 
(318)923-7601



Louisiana Fishermen for Fair Laws
P. O. Box 292 

Charenton, LA 70523 
(318) 923-7238 

Henry Truelove, President

November 12, 1991
Mr. Kell Mclnnis
Acting Secretary, L.D.W.F.
P. O. Box 98000 
Baton Rouge, LA 70898
Dear Mr Mclnnis:
On October 2, 1991 Mr. Harlon Pearce drafted and sent a letter to 
you on behalf of our organization. To date you have failed to 
respond in any way to the questions raised in that letter. It is 
important to us, as well as being very important to the public good 
that you provide a written response to the questions raised. Our 
ability to prepare an intelligent response to the notice of intent, 
as well as to the fiscal and economic impact statement, has been 
handicapped by your failure to acknowledge and respond to our 
questions.
While we are perturbed by your inactions, we trust that you will 
prepare a response and get it to us as quickly as possible. 
Finally, in your response please include the dates and times of any 
public meetings that are planned to discuss this issue.
Sincerely,

Henry Truelove 
President, L.F.F.L.

R E C E I V E D
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Louisiana
Seafood

October 30, 1991

Mr. Kell Mclnnis 
Secretary
Dept, of Wildlife & Fisheries 
P. O. Box 98000
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70898-9000 >

Dear Mr. Mclnnis:

Our next scheduled meeting will be held in Baton Rouge on 
November 20, 1991 at 1:00 pm in the Louisiana Room.

The Board Members are very interested in the background of the 
current notice of intent to reduce commercial harvest of speckled 
trout and other issues related to this proposal. We would 
appreciate your cooperation by having the appropriate department 
biological staff prepare a presentation covering all aspects of 
this issue. That person should also be prepared to answer 
questions.

Finally, you have yet to officially select a representative to 
the Seafood Board from Wildlife & Fisheries. Considering the 
resignation in June of the previous department representative, I 
trust that a selection could be finalized before our November 20, 
1991 Board meeting.

Sincerely,

Sam Slavich 
Chairman

cc: Karl D. Turner

NQV - 7
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Louisiana
Seafood

November 25, 1991
Mr. Jimmy Jenkins 
Chairman
LA Wildlife & Fisheries Commission 
P. 0. Box 98000
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70898-9000 
Dear Mr. Jenkins:
This letter is sent to reflect the position of the Louisiana 
Seafood Promotion and Marketing Board relative to the proposed 
changes in the commercial harvest of spotted sea trout and other 
matters related thereto.
Our opposition to these proposed changes are based on 
biological, sociological and economic principles.
1. Specific objections based on the summary page of the 

economic and fiscal impact statement:
Section II entitled. Estimated Effect on Revenue Collections 
of State or Local Government Units, states the following, 
"This proposed rule will likely yield an enhanced 
expectation of successful fishery efforts thereby 
potentially increasing the frequency of recreational fishing 
efforts. Since direct expenditures by recreational 
fishermen are relatively large there likely will be positive 
economic impacts to coastal areas by increasing sales tax 
revenues. In all likelihood, however, these changes are 
likely to be marginal at all levels."
In the statement above the words "large" and "marginal" are 
contradictory. On a multi-million pound annual sport catch, 
the addition of plus/minus 250,000 pounds for sport access 
will have jig affect on effort and expenditures. Also, from 
a statewide perspective, there will be no positive impacts 
since the sales tax revenues are simply transfers from one 
area to another.
section III of the summary page which is entitled.
Estimated Cost and/or Economic Benefits to Directly Affected 
Persons or Non-Government Groups, states that, "Benefits are 
expected to accrue to recreational fishermen anticipating 
enhanced fishery experiences and the industry that supports 
recreational activities...11
This is a hollow and unsubstantiated claim since there will 
be no benefits to anglers due to the 250,000 additional

Louisiana Seafood Promotion & Marketing hoard
KO. Uv&TOWS • Xvw Ofliidiii. LA 70I72 064S • (504) 568 5693 in l.A • PAX (504) 568-5668 • Njiional Toll Live 1-800.222-4017



Mr. Jimmy Jenkins
LA Wildlife & Fisheries Commission
November 25, 1991
Page 2

pounds they would catch because no relationship on available 
fish and trips was demonstrated in the document.
Section IV entitled Estimated Effect on Competition and 
Employment states the following, "The proposed rule may 
result in increased employment in the recreational fishery 
industry, for instance guide services, food, lodging, boat 
launches, etc. and may result in some unemployment in the 
commercial fishing sector if other commercial fishing or 
other sources of employment are not found to replace the 
loss activity.”
An employment multiplier would have to be cited for there to 
be employment resulting from the 250,000 pounds. Also, this 
if stimulated by expenditures simply occurs as a result of 
expenditures transferred from alternative purchases. Thus, 
employment must decrease in other sectors. This is the 
classic zero sum game!
Part III of the Worksheet section of the fiscal and economic 
impact statement states the following, "The people of 
Louisiana will likely benefit because; 1) The proposed 
reduction in the commercial harvest will provide a 
biologically beneficial increase in the spotted sea trout 
spawning stocks, or 2) A potential increase in recreational 
activity that will be economically beneficial to the state.
This section also goes on to state in the third paragraph 
that, "Total number of recreational participants may be as 
much as fifty percent higher •••"
In response to this section, it is not possible to have the
250,000 pounds contribute to both stock reproductive ability 
or SSRB and to increased recreational activity! In other 
words, if recreational fishing effort is increased, then by 
definition, greater pressure is placed on the stock.
The relevant question is how can a 250,000 pound amount 
contribute to stock enhancement with the least negative 
economic impact. There would be less negative impact from 
taking 250,000 pounds from the multi-million pound sport 
fishery where there is little proven relationship between 
trip catch and expenditures than taking from the commercial 
industry which functions on a much smaller share. Another 
alternative, assuming the primary goal is conservation of 
resources and not simply to further curtail consumer and 
commercial access to yet another of the state's renewable 
natural resources, would be to increase the recreational 
size of speckled trout from 12 inches to 14 inches. In any 
event, the current proposal does not in any way conserve

• i
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Mr. Jimmy Jenkins
LA Wildlife & Fisheries CommissionNovember 25, 1991
Page 3

resources. Rather it simply shifts 250,000 pounds away from 
the commercial quota into the recreational catch.
Finally, the economic impact statement states in section II 
of the summary page that, "This measure will potentially 
increase the frequency of recreational fishing efforts."
The graph on page 74 of the Department's Spotted Seatrout 
Fishery Management Plan indicates that there is a direct 
relationship between catch and effort in the recreational 
fishery. Therefore, if effort increases as suggested above, 
this measure would place more pressure on the resource than 
is allowable to conserve the stocks. So again we must 
question the motives and wisdom of this proposal.

2. The next basis of objection will be the actual notice of 
intent itself.
A. No members of the commercial sector or the restaurant 

industry were invited or participated in the discussion 
to bring about this change. Only members of the sport 
fishing industry, namely the GCCA, were present at that 
meeting. Also, the notice of the August 20, 1991 
meeting on this issue was sent out on August 19, 1991.
In all three cases, the notices of meetings about this 
issue has left the commercial sector with very little to 
no time to prepare.

B. The element of the proposal which would ban commercial 
fishing for trout on the weekend jeopardizes an 
individual's right to work. A commercial fishermen 
cannot predict what the weather will be like three weeks 
from now during the week and/or during the weekend. It 
may rain all week but on the weekend clear up. To deny 
hard working fishermen the opportunity to earn a living 
on the weekend when it is sunny, so that another group 
can play and have fun, would violate certain inalienable 
rights guaranteed under the constitution.

3. The following objectives are based on direct quotes from the 
tapes of Senate and House Natural Resource Committee during 
the 1991 Legislative Session. Some newspaper quotes are 
also cited.
In response to a question posed by the late Senator Chabert, 
Jerry Clark, Undersecretary for Wildlife and Fisheries, 
stated the following, "According to our estimation we feel 
that the current harvest levels of speckled trout does not 
endanger the status of that stock in any way."



Mr. Jimmy Jenkins
LA Wildlife & Fisheries Commission
November 25, 1991
Page 4

In response to the following question from the late Senator 
Chabert, ... "What you are saying is that we leave it status 
quo, as it is now. You feel we will not hurt industry and 
the stocks will pick up and be better this year than last 
year as far as the trout are concerned..." Dr. Clark,"Yes".
In response to a question by Senator Kelly in which he
asked, "What is the status of the stocks of red fish and 
speckled trout?" Jerry Clark responded in the following 
manner, "...The bottom line on the status of the spotted seatrout is that we have looked at the history of the 
harvest and the history of the stock over the past ten years 
and it is our conclusion that the harvest rates over the past ten years have not depleted the stock and the current 
harvest rates, in total, are safe."
Other comments by Wildlife and Fisheries staff during the 
testimony include the following, "... As far as the spotted sea trout is concerned, our recommendation is that although 
it is a heavily fished species, the current harvest levels 
are appropriate and the fishing pressure on that species is 
such that the stock can handle it.”
These type of remarks were also cited in several newspapers 
throughout the State during the period of May and June 1991. 
Given this background and the other objections raised above, 
we must doubt and reject the motive behind this proposal.
Finally, this proposal to capriciously reduce the commercial 
quota of speckled trout and other actions related thereto is 
a violation of the spirit and intent of HB 1592 passed in 
1991 in order to establish a state fishery management 
policy.

Sincerely,

Sam tiJ.ava.cn 
Chairman



Louisiana Fishermen for Fair Laws
P. 0 . Box 292 

Charenton, LA 70523 
(318) 923-7238 

Henry Truelove, President
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12-3-91
SPOTTED SEATROUT COMMENTS 

' COMMISSION MEETING 

September 5, 1991

NAME FOR AGAINST
Justin Schoest X
Jane Black X
Peter Gerica X
Daniel Edgar X
Barry Schaffer X
Milton Cambre X
Russell Black X
Ed Martin X
H.R. Burke X
Harlon Pierce X
Elliot Schoest, Jr. X
Jessie Fontenot X
Richard Green X
Mark Hilzim X
Clay Peltier X
Glenn Cormier X



MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
OF

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

September 5, 1991

Chairman James H. Jenkins, Jr. presiding.

Thursday, September 5, 1991

Houston Foret 
Bert Jones 

'Norman McCall 
Warren Pol 
Jeff Schneider 
Pete Vujnovich

Acting Secretary A. Kell Mclnnis III was also present.

Chairman Jenkins called for a motion for approval of the August 9, 
1991, Commission Minutes. A motion for adoption was made by Mr. 
Pol and seconded by Captain Vujnovich. The motion passed 
unanimously.

Chairman Jenkins asked Ms. Bettsie Baker to make her Presentation 
to the Computer Section. Ms. Baker reported that when she first 
came to the department a lot of the scientific staff came to her 
with problems that they had with computing services. At this time 
the main frame computer only serviced certain sectors of the 
department. Since the scientific staff was becoming more and more 
scientific in their biological data and analysis they needed 
enhanced capabilities through the computer system. A dream was 
planted three and a half years ago to acquire a new computer that 
would better suit not just-the needs of the accounting staff, 
licensing section and boat registration, but everybody. People 
within the department spent quite a lot of .time meeting with 
various computer companies looking at what the department's needs 
were to move into the next generation of computing capabilities. 
The department was able to work through all of the appropriate 
budget processes to come forward and acquire a new computer. Ms. 
Baker pointed out that the acquisition of the new computer is only 
one piece of this process? making the computer work is a major 
undertaking and stated that she was very proud to say that the 
department's computer staff was able to bring this computer dream 
on line, on budget, and on time which was a miracle. At this point 
during the meeting Ms. Baker recognized the following people for 
their efforts in this project and presented them each with a 
certificate.

S. K. Majahan 
H. F. Wilson

Henry Gauthier 
Tim Souther



Gail Sins Julie Phillips 
A1 BrownDenise Dubois 

Ela Mae Dupui 
Janelle Sutton 
Tabatha Denary

Gladsy Pratt 
Danny Veals 
Doug Moranto 
Bobbie SavantAnselno Rodrigues

Special recognition was given to Danny Veals who was presented with 
a plague. Mr. Veals traveled statewide to the different offices 
and put this statewide computer network on line. Concluding, Ms. 
Baker thanked everybody for their efforts.

Chairman Jenkins advised that the next item on the agenda was the 
Trout Management issue and proceeded to give some background 
information. The legislature this year decided to give speckled 
trout management to the Commission advised Chairman Jenkins. This 
issue is not just a biological issue, but also a social and 
economic issue, and dividing the resources among users is a tough 
problem. The Commission formed a Marine Finfish Task Force which 
has met on at least two occasions with some public input. The 
committee is made up of primarily staff and Commission members. 
Statistics and different scenarios were reviewed. After 
deliberations the committee, last Thursday, did vote to make a 
recommendation to the Commission. Chairman Jenkins called on Mr. 
Pol for the recommendation.
Mr. Pol advised that the five man committee was made up of Jenkins, 
Vujnovich, McCall, Schneider and himself. Mr. McCall was not able 
to attend the meeting. The suggestion, resolution and motion of 
the committee was unanimous. Mr. Pol than read the following 
recommendation:

"For the year of 1991 the trout season will begin on September 
1, 1991 and end on April 1, 1992. For the year of 1992 the 
trout commercial season will begin on September 15, 1992 and 
end April 1, 1993 and continue thereafter. The guota for 
commercial catch has been reduced from 1,250,000 pounds per 
season to 1,000,000 pounds which has been the historical catch 
for a number of years. The commercial season will last until 
the quota or April the first is reached, whichever comes 
first. There shall be no nets for any saltwater fish in the 
water from midnight Friday to sunset on Sunday.”

Mr. Pol continued and read another recommendation from the 
Committee.

"After many complaints, phone calls,... netters, the length 
of the 1991 season the committee directs the Secretary to form 
a Saltwater Finfish Task Force. This task force sole duty 
will be enforcement, surveillance, routine checking of the 
law. This task force shall be formed immediately out of the 
present graduating class. It shall be composed of a minimum
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of four people who shall be provided with the necessary tools 
and equipment to do their job. These men shall not be used 
for any other reason other than the above. There shall be a 
special phone number set up for the purpose of receiving and 
documenting complaints or violations. , The Secretary shall 
give Chairman Jenkins a report on the formation of this task 
force within two weeks of this meeting."

Concluding, Hr. Pol advised that these were the recommendations 
from the committee which were unanimously voted on.

Chairman Jenkins called for public comments on the recommendations 
for trout management. Public comments were limited to three 
minutes each.

Hr. Justin Schoest, commercial fisherman, Franklin, LA. addressed 
the Commission. Hr. Schoest fishes out of Cypremort Point and 
advised that he always has a man on his nets from the day they are 
put out to the day they are picked up. Hr. Schoest is against 
closing the weekend to netting and forming another task force. He 
feels that there are too many laws already and wants to know what 
the reason is for closing the weekend to netting.
Hs. Jane Black, spokesperson for the Organization of Louisiana 
Fishermen, addressed the Commission. Hs. Black reviewed provisions 
of Act 157 and 708 of 1991 legislation. In these provisions it is 
stated that management decisions and conservation decisions should 
be based upon biological and technical data in no less than four 
places. Hs. Black asked if there has been a change during the last 
few months, since .the results of the stock assessment, to cause the 
Commission to recommend this action. At the time the stock 
assessment was explained to the Commission and to the public it 
supported the existing total allowable catch and the allocation 
between the recreational and commercial fishermen. Act 708 states 
that if allocations or assignments are necessary they are to be 
fair and equitable to all the fishermen and reasonably calculated 
to promote conservation. Hs. Black stated that she would like to 
know if the resolution is a conservational resolution, does it 
promote conservation; if so why is the only conservation action 
taken against one group and not against the other group. The first 
provision of the resolution takes a quarter of a million pounds of 
trout from the commercial trout fishery. This is a potential 
revenue loss of a half million dollars. There is no biological nor 
technical data available supporting this provision. There is no 
indication about future allocation of this quarter of a million 
pounds. Could it possibly be that this quarter of a million pounds 
will later become part of a twenty five fish recreational bag limit 
or even a smaller recreational bag limit. The recreational 
industry is faced with tough times ahead with their numbers 
increasing. There is no evidence of a fiscal impact study nor a 
social impact analysis required. There is no evidence what is 
going to happen with these fishermen when they lose a quarter of
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a million pounds of fish. The second provision of the resolution 
generates several results that are unlikely have not been 
considered. In particular there are fishermen in the state who 
traditionally harvest their fish in the late spring, summer and 
early fall. These fishermen will not have equal access as the 
quota will be filled prior to their harvest period. If not filled 
the season will be closed because of the force of the date. This 
action to create the season from September 15 to April 1 is going 
to create derby fishing. The commercial fisherman will be forced 
to harvest in a quick fast manner in order to fill the quota before . 
the day closes the quota rather than the poundage. It is going to 
force the fishermen to fish during the winter when trout are worth 
the very least amount of money. It will be an economic impact that 
has not been analyzed. The third provision prohibits netting on 
weekends. Ms. Black stated that she understood that the provision 
was to be netting for trout, but today she understands it is for 
all fish. The only rationale for this provision that Ms. Black has 
been able to find from the proponents is "to reduce conflict 
between recreational/commercial fishermen". Not a management 
decision, not a conservation decision but a decision to reduce 
conflict. In 1991 in Act 886 a bill that was sponsored by 
Representative Roach from Cameron and passed states "No one can 
willfully encircle a recreational fisherman with a commercial net 
nor intentionally hurt him in anyway with his boat. Neither can 
any recreational fisherman intentionally use or employ a vessel or 
recreational gear to interfere with a lawful commercial fisherman". 
Also in Act 708 of this year's legislation in the Fisheries 
Standards it states "Conservation and management measures shall 
minimize cost and avoid unnecessary duplication." With Act 886 in 
place this provision of this resolution is an unnecessary 
duplication if in fact there is a problem, the problem has already 
been addressed and the removal of fish nets for the weekends is a 
duplication of existing law. In closing, Ms. Black respectively 
requested the complete withdrawal of this resolution and 
recommended that the Commission seek the opinion on the proposed 
resolution and others of this type in the future from the Attorney 
General before proceeding forward.

Mr. Peter Gerica, Lake Pontchartrain Fishermen's Association, 
addressed the Commission. Mr. Gerica stated that he was mostly 
representing himself. Mr. Gerica is completely against the no nets 
provision and asked why? Is the Commission trying to completely 
put the commercial fishermen out of business just for a few GCCA 
members so that the sports can go out on the weekend. This is 
unfair and Mr. Gerica cannot understand why somebody would vote for 
this. There are more trout right now than there have been in the 
last ten years. Why all of the change?

Mr. Daniel Edgar addressed the Commission. Mr. Edgar advised that 
he had a few questions but Ms. Black addressed most of them. Mr. 
Edgar advised that the conflict between the recreational and 
commercial fishermen is in the summertime and he is really
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concerned that this would be stopping the weekend fishing when the 
recreational fishermen are not out there in the wintertime. Don't 
stop the commercial fishermen from working when the problem is not 
even out there stated Hr. Edgar. This is unfair. Mr. Edgar 
requested a copy of the resolution. Chairman Jenkins pointed out 
that this was not a motion of the Commission but just a 
recommendation that came out of a committee meeting. Hr. Edgar 
advised that he was also concerned that the Marine Finfish Task 
Force members and commercial representatives were not consulted, 
invited, etc. to the meeting. Chairman Jenkins explained that this 
was a meeting of a committee of the Commission and it was not a 
public hearing but the public was invited to come. Notices were 
given and there were a few people in attendance. This was 
primarily a discussion between the Commission members on the 
committee and the staff. The meeting today is the public hearing 
advised Chairman Jenkins.

Mr. Barry Schaffer, commercial fisherman, Metairie, LA, addressed 
the Commission. Mr. Schaffer is against the no netting on the 
weekends. Mr. Schaffer advised that he very seldom fishes for 
trout, but fishes mostly for sheephead. The department has nothing 
on the sheephead (management plan, quota, etc), so how can the 
department tell him he cannot fish them on the weekend? The people 
that sat on the committee/task force represented the GCCA and there 
was no one that represented the finfish fishermen of Louisiana 
stated Mr. Schaffer.
Mr. Milton Cambre, recreational fisherman, Norco, LA, addressed 
the Commission. Mr. Cambre advised that he has been fishing for 
speckled trout for forty years and it is getting very difficult. 
At the point now unless something is done he just as well hang it 
up. Mr. Cambre pointed out that unless something is done there is 
not going to be anything for anybody.

Mr. Russell Black, Lafourche Parish, member of OLF, addressed the 
Commission. Mr. Black advised that he lost everything four years 
ago because of restrictions . and it is really sad what the 
Commission is trying to do to the commercial fisherman.

Mr. Ed Martin, commercial fisherman, Lafourche Parish, addressed 
the Commission. Mr. Martin advised that he makes thirty-forty 
percent of his income catching other fish besides speckled trout. 
It is getting worse every year and the Commission is putting the 
fishermen out of business.
Mr. H.R. Burke, recreational fisherman, Baton Rouge addressed the 
Commission. Mr. Burke advised that he has made four trips to go 
speckled trout fishing in the last month and did not catch the 
trout. There wasn't one trout caught that measured over thirteen 
inches long. Every year it is less and less. Commercial people 
have strained the water of the big trout.
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Mr. Marion Pierce, Secretary-Treasurer of the Louisiana Seafood 
Marketing Board addressed the Commission. Mr. Pierce asked the 
following questions: 1) How do people get notification of the 
committee meetings that are occurring? 2) What members of the 
technical staff of the department were present at these meetings 
of the committee? 3) What are the opinions of the technical staff 
regarding these recommendations? 4) What are the motives or how 
are each and every part of the plan justified? 5) What is the 
biological data to justify these actions? 6) Questioned the one 
million pounds quota being the historical ten year average. The 
quota was given to the commercial sector not because of over 
fishing of speckled trout but because red fish had been shut down 
and it was the concern of the department that the pressure would 
go to speckled trout, not because the trout was endangered. A 
hundred and four days will be taken away with the weekend ban not 
just for trout fishermen but for every other fisherman in the 
water. 7) Does this plan affects the shrimper? The fisherman 
fishes when he can catch fish, not because it is a Saturday, 
Sunday, Monday or Tuesday. All the proposal are aimed at the 
commercial sector. 8) Why is the commercial sector taking the 
brunt of the attack and can it be justified? The National Marine 
Fisheries reports show that twenty two percent of the recreational 
sector’s catch has been over the limit catch. Concluding, Mr. 
Pierce asked that these questions please be answered.
Mr. Elliot Schoest, Jr., commercial fisherman from Cypremort Point, 
addressed the Commission. The commercial fisherman does not hurt 
the fish. When the quota is caught the commercial fisherman shuts 
down. Certain size meshes are used so that the younger specks are 
not caught. During the spawning season when the sports fisherman 
catch the big trout a lot of baby trout are killed. The sport 
fisherman is catching the fish for pleasure. Mr. Schoest pointed 
out that he is catching fish in order to make a living and asked 
that the Commission be just on the commercial fisherman.

Mr. Jessie Fontenot, Morgan City, addressed the Commission. Mr. 
Fontenot advised that he was here to represent the commercial and 
sport fisherman. Mr. Fontenot chairs a committee for the St. Mary 
Industrial group which is a non-profit organization. There are 150 
members who are all business people and employ between 16-20,000 
employees. The group is involved in political and industry and 
work very hard to develop industry and protect industry. Mr. 
Fontenot stated that one of his concerns was with all the specks 
there are why did it take eleven months to catch a million and a 
quarter pound. Everybody needs to protect what we have. Sportsmen 
have done their share to cut limit. Would like for the sportsmen 
and commercial fishermen to work together. Mr. Fontenot very 
strongly supports the department’s program.

Mr. Richard Green, Lafourche Parish, addressed the Commission. Mr. 
Green questioned the recreational fishermen catching over their
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limit and how come the recreational fishermen have the weekends. 
Give the commercial fisherman a break.

Mr. Daniel Edgar addressed the Commission again. Mr. Edgar asked 
that with the timetable set does it mean that after April 1st or 
15th the commercial fisherman will be able to fish nets on the 
weekends in the summertime. Chairman Jenkins stated "no". Mr. 
Edgar asked if it was going to be no weekend fishing for the entire 
year. Chairman Jenkins stated "right". Mr. Edgar asked if during 
the timetable form September to April they will not be able to fish 
speckled trout, can they fish for other fish. Chairman Jenkins 
stated that the way the resolution or motion read it said "no nets 
in the water on the weekends from September 15th till April 1st and 
then no nets in the water from April 1st to September 15".

Mr. Pol explained that the way it reads is that from September till 
April there will be no netting on the weekends. Also during the 
season that is closed, from April till September, there will be no 
netting on the weekends. Mr. Edgar stated that where he is 
confused is that he is trying to get the difference between summer 
and winter with the gill nets on weekends and has concluded that 
it is no nets on weekends annually. Mr. Pol stated "yes" that is 
the way the resolution reads. Mr. Edgar asked if the task force 
or committee that was formed addressed shrimping or other types of 
netting, is this saltwater and freshwater. Mr. Pol advised that 
it is just saltwater. Mr. Edgar requested that the Commission 
answer the questions from Ms. Black, and Mr. Pierce in writing.
Mr. Mark Hilzim, GCCA, addressed the Commission. Mr. Hilzim read 
the following statement on behalf of the GCCA. "As you no doubt 
are aware GCCA and some twenty other groups introduced legislation 
to grant gamefish protection to both specks and reds. That same 
legislation also granted authority to the Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission to regulate specks and red. While redfish were a quota 
gamefish status specks weren't. The authority for the Commission 
to manage specks, however, were provided in the final legislation. 
And of course it is a result of that legislation that we are here 
today to discuss changes in;the management of speckled trout. Now 
while GCCA supported legislation to give the Commission authority 
for speckled trout I think it is important to know that the action 
which you are considering today is not being taken as a result of 
pressure by GCCA. GCCA did not propose the changes which you are 
considering, and while GCCA participated in discussions held by the 
Finfish subcommittee of the Commission GCCA has had no formal hand 
in the drafting or decision making processes surrounding today's 
action. It was GCCA1s position during the recent legislative 
session and remains GCCA1s position that speckled trout should be 
afforted gamefish protection. It remains a mystery to us that 
trout cannot be afforded the same protection as of other valuable 
and limited public animal resources. Even the most cursory look 
at both the statistics and the effect on this and current 
regulations tells you that something is wrong. Recreational trout
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landings and pounds have dropped steadily from 1986 to 1990 with 
1990 weighing in at less than twenty six percent of 1986 figures. 
The recreational share of the fishery has dropped from its 1980 to 
1989 average of eighty three percent to only sixty eight percent 
in 1990. These decreases aren't only numbers on paper they also 
represent a tremendous impact on those many thousands of people who 
depend on the recreational fishery to support themselves. Ask any 
boat dealer, tackle dealer, bait dealer, coastal restauranteur, 
motel owner, etc. what impact the down turn in the recreational 
saltwater fishing economy has had on their business. And this is 
no small industry, as much as a billion dollars a year or more. 
And while we know that there are problems in the fishery and while 
we know that this fish is much, much more valuable in the state 
when used recreationally we are still forced to sit back as we did 
this summer and watch a army of netters catch every trout in sight 
because a quota has not been reached. This quota, of course, is 
one that depends on the commercials themselves accurately reporting 
their catch. Since 1986 when the first comprehensive set of 
regulations was enacted for speckled trout recreationals have had 
their take cut by both minimum size and creel limits reduction. 
This has put them below their 1980 to 1986 average while the 
commercial fishermen is fishing at least twenty six percent above 
his 1980 to 1986 average. The one originally used to compute the 
quota.. If speckled trout is the most important recreational fish 
why are we taking it away from the recreationals and giving it to 
the commercials. One thing is obvious. We can't take another 
summer like this past one. The fish can't take it and the 
potential for a dangerous confrontation is just to great. I make 
all these points to put the action that we are considering today 
in the proper perspective. It is not the power play of one user 
group over the other, it is not the test of one group's political 
strength over the strength of another, rather it is the action of 
those people who have been lawfully charged with the authority and 
responsibility to manage Louisiana's fisheries resources. It is 
an action which I am sure all will take after considering all 
aspects of the problem, biological, economic and social. It 
considers historical characteristics of the fishery, the 
enforcement realities of managing the fishery, and the need to 
resolve a growing conflict. This Commission will not be acting in 
the dark. The trout profile and stock assessment released by the 
department provides a good look at the fishery. Scientists and 
agencies throughout the Gulf give testimony to the fact that the 
fishery does need more protection. Finally, the action operates 
well within the framework established in the fisheries policy 
adopted by the legislature earlier this year. It's aimed at 
providing plentiful fish populations, it takes into account 
historical usage, it is not merely an economic allocation, and it 
takes into consideration the relevant economic and social factors. 
While GCCA still believes that specks should be gamefish and would 
go even further if we were the decisionmakers, we support this 
proposed action as an important first step in providing greater 
protection for Louisiana's speckled trout fishery. And let's not
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forget that this is only a first step. The Commission has the 
authority to continually adjust the speckled trout fishery and GCCA 
looks forward to a continuing effort to properly manage and 
conserve this valuable renewable resource. Thank you."

Mr. Clay Peltier, marine dealer. President of the Louisiana Marine 
Trade Association and Regional Director of Marine Retailer 
Association, New Iberia, LA, addressed the Commission. Mr. Peltier 
addressed the economic impact of the recreational fisherman on 
Louisiana industry. The list is never ending and it is a big 
industry in Louisiana. Mr. Peltier pointed out a study that was 
done in 1984 by LSU, Center for Wetlands Research and the annual 
economic impact or the annual expenditures of license, recreational 
saltwater fisherman is estimated to at $487,619,000.00. The 
statewide annual impact of investment expenditures is 
$151,000,000.00. The total annual contributions of license sold 
to recreational fishermen to Louisiana economy is conservatively 
estimated to be $639,496,000.00. This study did not take into 
consideration at the time several other fields that now have a big 
impact and bring dollars into the state. Concluding, Mr. Peltier 
stated that this is a big industry, he hated to see it come down 
to a battle between the recreational and commercial fishermen, but 
thinks, like Mr. Hilzim said, we have to be concerned about the 
species. If the trends keep going like they are now there will be 
none for no one.
Mr. Glenn Cormier, recreational fisherman, Baton Rouge, addressed 
the Commission. Mr. Cornier pointed out that not all GCCA members 
are out to put them out of business. GCCA wants to a protect the 
resource and believes the real problem that has come up is the 
problem of gill nets, Four states have outlawed gill nets in 
inside waters (California, South Carolina, Georgia and Texas). 
There is a movement in Florida to eliminate gill nets. The trout 
plan itself showed that prior to 1977 seventy four percent of the 
commercial fishermen preferred hook and line and the catch data 
showed that the poundage price in 1977 was equivalent to what it 
is now. Mr. Cormier stated that he was not here today to advocate 
that gill nets be done away with altogether but thinks if the 
problems cannot be resolved that maybe this suggestions should be 
looked at. Mr. Cormier also pointed out that there are problems 
on the recreational side that they are just as concerned about 
(catching over the limit, illegal size, etc.) but what he was more 
concerned was the newspapers showing the big strings of fish and 
stating that trout fishing is great which is not true. Everybody 
needs to work together and make sure that they all do what is best 
for the resource concluded Mr. Cormier.
Mr. Karl Turner, Executive Director, Louisiana Seafood Promotion 
Board, addressed the Commission. Mr. Turner questioned that while 
the intention of this regulation is to address certain concerns 
with the trout fishery the closure of the season for weekend 
fishing of all commercial netting activity would also impact the
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menhaden fishery, the mullet fishery, the shrimp fishery and other 
components of the commercial fishery and was consideration given 
to the impact it would have on those other fisheries if not then 
it should be considered.

Hr. Elliot Schoest, Jr. addressed the Commission again. Mr. 
Schoest asked if the Commission ever thought about when the fish 
were spawning and make a season where the sports and commercial 
people cannot catch them.

At this point during the meeting Chairman Jenkins called for a five 
minute recess.

Resuming the meeting. Chairman Jenkins called for additional public 
comment before going to the Commission.
Mr. Justin Schoest, addressed the Commission again. Mr. Schoest 
asked if this no netting law has anything to do with shrimp 
trawling on the weekend? Chairman Jenkins stated "no sir". Mr. 
Schoest asked if it was for inside waters or outside waters. 
Chairman Jenkins stated that they don't control outside waters very 
far but to the extent that the Commission and state can control 
them it would be in those waters.
Mr. Pete Gerica addressed the Commission again. Mr. Gerica 
questioned the "no netting in the water" and what kind of nets are 
you talking about? Mr. Pol advised that he thinks the resolution 
would clear this up. Chairman Jenkins stated that there is not a 
motion yet but understands Mr. Gerica1 question.
Chairman Jenkins asked the Commission if they had any questions or 
wanted to make a motion.
Mr. Foret advised that there should not be any quota, he was happy 
with the dates and to make it more even the recreationals should 
give up at least one of their months where no fishing at all should 
be allowed during spawning season. The fish in the water do not 
just belong to one group and disagrees with Mr. Hilzim statement 
that the trout should only be a gamefish. The fish that are out 
there belong to everybody in the State of Louisiana.

Captain Vujnovich advised that he agrees with Mr. Foret and goes 
along with no netting of speckled trout on the weekends, but this 
taking all nets out of the water will automatically put everybody 
that is in the oyster business out of the water also. Nets are 
used to catch oysters. Captain Vujnovich stated that he does not 
see to many speckled trout in Barataria Bay and if something is not 
done speckled trout will disappear slowly but surely. A study 
should be made of what is happening. Captain Vujnovich think the 
pollution of the water is causing the biggest fish kills.
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Mr. Jones stated that he needed a little clarification of the nets 
that they are speaking of in the water.

At this point in the meeting Mr. Pol read the following notice of 
intent and resolution as a motion.

"This is a notice of intent. The Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby 
expresses its intent to adopt rules and regulations affecting the 
management of the spotted seatrout fishery in Louisiana. The 
proposed rules and regulations are as follows: There shall be a 
closed season for the commercial take from Louisiana waters and a 
prohibition of the commercial possession including but not limited 
to prohibition of the possession on any vessel, possessing or 
fishing any seine, gill net, trammel net or hoop net of spotted 
trout (only thing taking into consideration) whether taken from 
within or without Louisiana waters and the commercial sale, barter 
or trade of spotted seatrout in Louisiana. There shall be a 
prohibition of the commercial take from Louisiana waters and the 
commercial possession of spotted seatrout on the waters of the 
state included but not limited to a prohibition of the possession 
during the closed season period on any vessel possessing or fishing 
any seine, gill net, trammel net or hoop net of spotted seatrout 
whether taken from within or without Louisiana waters from sunset 
Friday through Sunset Sunday for every weekend of the open 
commercial spotted seatrout season. The commercial quota for 
spotted seatrout shall be one million pounds. The commercial 
season for spotted seatrout shall be closed on the earlier date or 
when the staff or the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries predict 
the one million pound quota will be met each year. (In other words, 
which ever comes first.) Nothing shall prohibit the possession by 
commercial fishermen off the water of fish legally taken during any 
open period or commercial dealers and anyone other than a 
commercial fishermen licensed to sell, barter or exchange spotted 
seatrout (no other fish is involve) from possessing spotted 
seatrout taken legally during any open period provided that those 
who are required shall maintain appropriate records in accordance 
with Revised Statute 56:306.4. Pursuant to Revised Statute 56:322 
and effective with the seasonal closure or the closure coming after 
the quota has been reached, or projected to have been reached, the 
legal commercial mesh size for all gill nets, trammel nets and 
seine nets used in saltwater areas of the state other than strike 
nets shall be a minimum of four and one half inches stretched and 
a person shall have in possession or use aboard a vessel no more 
than two strike nets. Interested persons may submit written 
comments on a proposed rule to the following address before 
November 15, 1991: Acting Secretary, Louisiana Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries, Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with Act 157 of the 
1991 regular session of the Louisiana legislature, Revised Statute 
56:6 (25) (a)? 56.325.3; 56:326.3.
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HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission."

Upon conclusion of the reading of the notice of intent Mr. Pol 
advised that this is only for spotted seatrout.

Chairman Jenkins informed everyone that this was a motion on the 
notice of intent and asked Mr. Puckett if the motion on the notice 
can be made prior to the motion on the resolution.

Mr. Foret asked about the four and a half inch stretch and stated 
that he thought it was three and a half inch before. The bigger 
the mesh the worst it is going to be. Mr. Pol advised that he 
would have to direct that to Dr. Clark.

Mr. Puckett advised that the Commission could take action on the 
notice of intent at this time and added that he has one minor 
(grammatical) change on the wording of what Mr. Pol had read and 
that is to move the phrase "possession of spotted seatrout" where 
it would read "prohibition of the possession of spotted seatrout 
on any vessels possessing or fishing any seine, gill net, trammel 
net or hoop net...". The same change also concerning the weekend 
fishery. Mr. Pol advised that he would accept the change.
Mr. McCall seconded Mr. Pol's motion and Chairman Jenkins called 
for discussion by the Commission. Mr. Foret asked about the four 
and a half inch mesh. Mr. Pol asked Dr. Clark to clear this up. 
Dr. Clark stated that this is not a change from the current 
statute. When the quota has been reached currently the words that 
were just read come into play by statute and there is not a change. 
All it is saying is when the season closes that the mesh size will 
change to that size and that is currently in statute. Mr. Foret 
stated that he understood.
Chairman Jenkins called for further discussion. A gentleman from 
the audience asked if the weekend things was strictly involved with 
trout or was that all fish. Mr. Pol advised that he emphasized 
everytime spotted seatrout.
Mr. Harry Brown, Cameron, addressed the Commission. Asked if the 
motion that Mr. Pol was making included Cameron Parish. Mr. Pol 
advised it included the State of Louisiana.

Chairman Jenkins called for a vote on the motion of the notice of 
intent. The motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Pol advised that there is also a resolution that the committee 
is referring to the Commission, as a whole, which deals with the 
spotted seatrout management. Mr. Pol read the following proposed 
resolution as a motion.



WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

the Commission shall have sole authority to establish 
definite management programs and policies, and

Act 157 of the 1991 Regular Session of the Louisiana 
Legislature revised R.S. 56:625 (a) such that the 
Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission is authorized 
to manage spotted seatrout, and

R.S. 56:625 (a) requires that any rule or regulation 
shall have as its objective the sound conservation, 
preservation, replenishment and management of that 
species for maximum continuing social and economic 
benefit to the state without overfishing that causes 
short-term, or long-term biological damage to any 
species, and regarding all species of fish, without 
overfishing that leads to such damage, and
Act 708 of the 1991 Regular Session of the Louisiana 
Legislature includes among other requirements that 
conservation and management measures shall prevent 
overfishing while achieving on a continuing basis the 
optimum yield while maintaining healthy, plentiful 
stocks, and

the Commission has the Marine Finfish Committee that has 
met twice in public session to review the discussion the 
available biological and technical data including 
information from the department's final draft of "A 
Fishery Management Plan for Louisiana Spotted Seatrout" 
and information from computer models created from the 
analysis and data contained in the plan and has 
recommended changes to the management of spotted seatrout 
in Louisiana based upon those deliberations and 
associated findings namely:

A) The historical commercial fishery is a fall and winter 
fishery, and the historical recreational fishery is a 
spring and summer fishery, and mostly on weekends; and

B) The one million pound commercial quota based on 
reported historical landings for the previous ten years 
that were set by legislative mandate in 1987 was 
increased by two hundred and fifty thousand pounds one 
year later with little apparent consideration of 
biological and technical data for spotted seatrout; and

C) Reducing the harvest of spotted seatrout would provide 
a biologically beneficial increase in the spawning stock 
relative to the size of the reduction; and

D) A reduction in the commercial harvest of spotted 
seatrout would potentially and indirectly increase the
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recreational harvest, a shift that is likely to benefit 
the state economically? and

E) There is a continued problem in verifying the true 
extent of commercial landings; and

F) It is technically easier to provide law enforcement 
during a closed season; and

G) There are continuing and potentially dangerous . 
conflicts occurring on the water between commercial and 
recreational fishermen that can best be reduced by 
separating them in time and space.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Commission directs the Secretary to 
form a Saltwater Finfish Task Force. This task force 
sole duty will be the enforcement surveillance, routing, 
checking of the law. This task force shall be formed 
immediately out of the present graduating class. It 
shall be composed of a minimum of four people who shall 
be provided with the necessary tools and equipment to do 
their job. These men shall not be used for any other 
reason other than the above. There shall be special 
phone number set up for the purpose of receiving and 
documenting complaints or violation. The Secretary shall 
give Chairman Jenkins a report on the formation of the 
task force within two weeks of this meeting. (See 
amendment to resolution on page 16.)

Chairman Jenkins asked Hr. Pol if he was going to include in the 
same resolution, the items covered in the notice of intent with the 
seasons, limits, poundages. This would need to be covered at the 
same time in the same resolution. Mr. Pol advised yes. Chairman 
Jenkins advised that it is understood that this is included in the 
motion with the additional provision about the enforcement section 
and called for a second to Mr. Pol's motion.

Mr. Pol advised that he wanted to clear up one item for everybody 
in the audience. The reason for this task force is the same reason 
that the Oyster Task Force was created. This task force is not 
made to just hurt the commercial fishermen, there have been many 
complaints that recreational fishermen were selling their catch. 
This task force will be for the sole purpose of enforcing the laws 
as written for spotted seatrout.

Mr. McCall seconded Mr. Pol motion. Chairman Jenkins called for 
discussion by Commission members. Captain Vujnovich asked if the 
task force saw someone violating a law that was not connected with 
spotted seatrout would they take action. It was advised that they 
would. Chairman Jenkins asked Mr. Puckett, Legal Counsel, if he 
was satisfied with the way this was handled as far as the procedure 
was concerned including the notice of intent and resolution. Mr.
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Puckett advised that as far as the issue effectuating the notice 
of intent he would recommend that the resolution includes some 
language authorizing and delegating to the Secretary the authority 
to take any and all necessary steps on behalf of the Commission to 
promulgate and effectuate the previous approved notice of intent 
and the final rule, including but not limited to the following of 
the fiscal and economic impact statements and the filing of the 
notice of intent and preparation of reports and correspondence to 
other agencies of government. Chairman Jenkins asked Mr. Pol if he 
would accept the addition to his motion. Mr. Pol advised he would. 
Chairman Jenkins asked Mr. McCall if he would accept the addition. 
Mr. McCall advised that he would.
Acting Secretary Mclnnis advised that in reviewing the language 
contained in the resolution it appears that the language that 
directs the Secretary to create and gives the instructions about 
how the strike force is to be created is in conflict with the 
existing statutory language contained in Title 56 and Title 36. 
While it is readily recognized the importance that the Commission 
has brought to mind and to everyone's attention of the regulatory 
authority that there is concern and the reporting of people 
catching small fish, too many fish, etc., Acting Secretary Mclnnis 
advised that he respectively disagrees with the Commission's 
method. . It is the responsibility of the Secretary of the 
department to create and utilize any such task force and also the 
purview of the Secretary to assign personnel throughout the state. 
Acting Secretary Mclnnis pointed out that he has already met with 
the Enforcement Division and it is felt like they have a 
recommendation and a method to utilize the department in an 
appropriate manner that would solve this problem without the 
creation of a special task force.
Mr. Pol advised that he thinks it is the responsibility of the 
Commission to direct the Secretary on some things and this is why 
the Commission is here. If the Commission does not have the 
authority to direct the Secretary to do certain things then there 
is no reason for the Commission. Mr. Pol advised that he thinks 
if regulations are not put oh this enforcement they will not have 
anything. Acting Secretary Mclnnis stated that he does not 
disagree with the intent or purpose of this but disagrees with the 
method being used for this. The staff has given a great deal of 
time and thought in resolving this problem and working towards a 
resolution and feels that it is their responsibility to ascertain 
the use of personnel within the department and respect that the 
Commission has given them a direction which they will follow and 
will do it in the manner that they feel is the best way to utilize 
personnel and solve the problem.

Mr. Pol informed Chairman Jenkins that he calls for the question, 
vote on motion. Chairman Jenkins called for the vote on Mr. Pol's 
motion. The motion passed unanimously.
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At the end of the meeting Mr. Pol proposed to amend the prior 
resolution on the spotted seatrout task force. Chairman Jenkins 
asked Legal Counsel, Mr. Puckett if the Commission could waive the 
rules on this. Mr. Puckett advised that it is already an agenda 
item and can be brought up again.

Mr. Pol advised that after consulting with the Enforcement 
Division, Acting Secretary Mclnnis and several others he would like 
to amend the resolution that he presented this morning and made a 
motion that the changes be as follows: Where the resolution ends
on nG) there are continuing and potentially dangerous conflicts 
occurring on the water between commercial and recreational 
fishermen that can be reduced by separating them in time and 
space." that the rest of the resolution following this be struck 
out and insert the following:

"THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and
Fisheries Commission does hereby give notice of intent 
to adopt rules and regulations to alter the management 
of the state's spotted seatrout fishery through altering 
the commercial quota, establishing a commercial season 
and setting times for commercial fishing, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in order to increase compliance with 
all state laws by both recreational and commercial 
spotted seatrout fishermen the Secretary of the Louisiana 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries is directed to 
develop a plan for the enforcement of such laws and to 
make implementation of this plan a priority with the 
department and to report back to this Commission with 
said plan at the October Commission meeting.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission does hereby authorize and delegate to the 
Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries the 
authority to take any and all necessary steps on behalf 
of the Commission to promulgate and effectuate this 
notice of intent, and the final rule including but not 
limited to the filing of the fiscal and economic impact 
statement, the filing of the notice of intent, and the 
preparation of reports and correspondence to other 
agencies of government."

Chairman Jenkins advised that if he understand this correctly Mr. 
Pol has basically addressed the part about the task force. Mr. Pol 
stated "yes" this deletes all of that and leaves it up to the 
Secretary through the Enforcement Division.

Dr. Jerry Clark requested from Mr. Pol, to make sure that the 
department has a permanent and complete record of the motions made 
this morning, to insert his documents into the records, all the 
documents Mr. Pol read from today. Mr. Pol advised he would.
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Chairman Jenkins called for a second on Hr. Pol's motion. Mr. 
Schneider seconded the motion. Chairman Jenkins called for 
discussion. There being none he called for the vote on the motion. 
The motion passed unanimously.

Chairman Jenkins called for a recess for lunch and advised that the 
meeting will reconvene at 1:30 p.m., September 5, 1991.

Chairman Jenkins reconvened the September 5th Commission meeting 
at 1:30 p.m. and went to Item #12.

A report on the Pish Kills was given by Hr. Gary Tilyou. Mr. 
Tilyou reported that he has the pleasure of serving on the 
Department of Agriculture Fish Kill panel. The information being 
presented today Is not concerning every fish kill in the state but 
rather what the panel has looked at. This panel was formed after 
a series of fish kills this summer. Preliminary investigations 
indicated that there were some pesticides present in the water. 
The first meeting of the panel was July 25, 1991, and there have 
been three other meetings since that time. Other members on the 
panel include the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Cooperative 
Extension Service, Soil Conservation Service, Department of Public 
Health and the Department of Environmental Health Services. Four 
objectives were decided on at the first meeting. The first 
objective was to collect and assess all possible data on the fish 
kills and on information concerning oxygen and azinphos methyl. 
The second objective was to evaluate the response procedures of the 
departments that were handling fish kills. The third objective was 
to identify the causes of the fish kills if possible. The fourth 
objective was to provide recommendations concerning protocol, use 
of the herbicide, etc. Hr. Tilyou pointed out that the packages 
that he gave to the Commissioners shows a map with the locations 
of the fish kills. The numbers on the map correspond with the 
numbers in the table in the package. Host of the fish kills that 
the panel looked at where located in the southern part of the 
state. There was a large concentration around Iberia Parish. The 
second page gave some general information on the toxicity of 
azinphos methyl to aquatic organisms and Mr. Tilyou went on to 
explain exactly what it meant. Black crappie are very susceptible 
to the chemical and will die at three parts per billion whereas a 
species of catfish will take over three thousands parts per 
billion. This was used as one of the criteria in trying to 
determine the cause of the fish kills. At one time catfish farmers 
and aquaculture people in Alabama were considering using this 
chemical to remove trash fish from their catfish ponds. Mr. Tilyou 
stated that fish exposed to this chemical will swim erratically, 
often in circles, and there will be an extreme forward position of 
the pectoral fin. This was another criteria used in trying to 
determine the cause of the fish kills. The last group of pages in 
the package is a table and is the incident by incident results 
pointed out Mr. Tilyou. This gives the water body, the date
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Mr. James Jenkins, Jr. called the meeting to order. If there is anyone who would 
like to speak who hasn't already filled in a card, would you please do so and 
bring it up so we can allot the time 'appropriately. Today's meeting is a public 
hearing as provided for in the Administrative Procedures Act. Louisiana Wildlife 
and Fisheries Commission Marine Finfish Committee is conducting the hearing. The 
topic of today's hearing is a notification of intent of the Louisiana Wildlife 
and Fisheries Commission has filed relative to the management of spotted 
seatrout. Just so everybody will know exactly what we are talking about, it's 
going to take a couple of minutes but 1 am going to go ahead and read the whole 
Notice of Intent.
Notice of Intent read by Chairman Jenkins.
Anyway, that was the Notice of Intent as it was voted on and passed. The purpose 
of this hearing is to provide all interested persons an opportunity to submit 
data, views or arguments, orally or in writing. These proceedings will be 
recorded and therefore anyone wishing to provide oral testimony will be asked to 
come forward and speak into the microphone. Written comments may be submitted 
and those will be taken and logged in by the secretary seated to my left. As 
there are a number of people who wish to speak each person will be allowed 5 
minutes based on the number of people that we have who have shown interest in 
speaking to present their testimony. When one minute is left each speaker will 
be notified. Although we must set time limits on the oral testimony anybody can 
submit written materials of any length. As I have stated earlier, this is a 
public hearing. The purpose is for the committee to receive oral or written 
comments on proposed management measures of spotted seatrout. All other issues 
will be out of order. This is not a debate, however, members of the committee 
may ask questions. Otherwise, each speaker is limited to presenting oral or 
written testimony. Anyone wishing to speak should have filled out a card as they 
have entered today. Anyone who wishes speak but has not filled out a card, may 
do so now. And if there is any large group of them, we will recess to do it, but 
I think we have them all. Anyway, if you have any, if you would get them up in 
the next 10 minutes we can get you on the roster. We have several people here 
interested in speaking today and if you have any written comments, if you would 
just bring them and give them to Cathy, here at my left, we will be glad to 
accept them. The first speaker is Rep. Ken Odinet from Dist. 103. I think he 
is on the Natural Resources Committee.,

Rep. Ken Odinet:
Good morning gentlemen. Good morning ladies and gentlemen. I would like to 
thank the Commission for giving me this opportunity to speak. I am just merely 
here to state that I am in opposition to the change in the rules. The people in 
my district are at a loss as far as economics go right now. They can't fish 
other fish and we see no reason why there should be a change in the guotas or a 
limiting for a man making a living five days a week. We feel it is not just, and 
it is uncalled for at this time. I would just like to state my position as being 
in opposition to your proposal.
Rep. Frank Patti:
I didn't think I would be called on so fast. I came in late so I could listen 
to some of the arguments, but, of course, I guess you wanted to hear from me 
first. I heard Mr. Odinet express his objections to what you are attempting to 
do here today and I am here for that same purpose. I can not figure out, and I 
respect the Commission for doing what you are attempting to do, but I can not 
figure out why you are attempting to do that now when we passed legislation last 
year, and I see members of the GCCA here who fought for the game fish of the 
redfish and were successful, pass certain pieces of legislation which ask for 
certain reports periodically to the legislature and low and behold before the ink 
dried on those two pieces of legislation, we see here today an attempt to have



some rule changes affecting the speckled trout. I went back when I received you 
notice and tried to read up on some of the minutes, called our Natural Resources 
Department, and I read where Dr. Clark, for example, made the statement that as 
far as the speckled trout were concerned he didn't see any reason for any 
changes. There were enough specks there to take care of both user groups. Timex 
Picayune for example, Marhsall, who is the spokesman for the recreational people, 
also made the statement that he sees no need now to change the speckled trout 
situation. I see no need now to change the speckled trout situation at least 
until we can have a scientific and biological study made by those people who are 
supposed to be working for us in collecting that data. We have not received any 
reports yet and I don't know that the Commission has. I respect that, but I 
don't know that they have. Kell, you perhaps can answer to that? We have not 
received anything. The bills were signed somewhere in July, I believe. This 
rule change had to begin sometime in September for it officially take over in 
October. So, really we haven't had much of a change in anything except a rule 
change to affect speckled trouts as they apply to the commercial fishermen. 
During these times when we have a depressed economy, and the commercial fishermen 
really are struggling, I beg to ask this Commission and the Department to see 
whether or not we can at least slow this thing down and if the biological data, 
scientific data, all those studies and agencies that we rely so much on to make 
our decisions; if it shows that, then just like the red fish became a game fish, 
I am sure that the same thing can affect the speckled trout whether it be a 
reduction from a million and a quarter to a million and the weekends as you 
propose to do here today. I don't know why we are moving so fast and that's what 
bothers me. The notice that I received from you, Kell, was dated November 11, 
for this hearing today. There is no way humanly possibly that we could get 
anyone to come up here over the weekend. I spoke with Mr. Odinet and he 
expressed the same concerns. I knew about what you were attempting to do because 
I had spoken to Kell about it, but why do we have to do this now is the question 
that I just don't know why. Now I know that we have the Oversight hearings. Let 
me tell you this, you better believe that that room is going to be stacked up 
because everybody is going to know about the Oversight hearing and they will all 
come to express themselves. At least we'll have another chance to sit down 
together with the Commission, with all of us together, and see if we can't reach 
a reasonable solution to this problem. But for us, to abruptly slap at the 
commercial people to say no more weekends, your reducing from a million to a 
million and a quarter, your redoing parts of the season dates, and all that, I 
am sure it affects them. It bothers me, really. I respectfully say that to you, 
Mr. Chairman, all members of the Commission. It bothers me somewhat to have to 
go back home and say, look, game fish affected the reddish, we have certain 
restrictions on the shrimp, the oyster people are suffering and now we are going 
to tighten the reins on you with regards to speckled trout. As I drove up to 
Baton Rouge this morning, I said gee whiz, I don't know how we can change this 
because you already advertised it and so forth. The only way we can change it, 
unless in the wisdom of the Commission, is to have some' rethoughts about it, 
would be to reject it at the Oversight Committee or get the Governor to join with 
us on this because that's the last thing we have to do. The only thing left other 
than that, Mr. Odinet and other members .of the legislature, is for us to come up 
with some legislation to try to undo what you may do successful in doing now and 
I hope not. I hope we do not have to get into that again. In closing, let me 
say I hope that during the years that I have been in the legislature, I've been 
on the Natural Resources Committee for 20 some years, I've seen us close the gap 
between the recreational people and the commercial people. Really, we sit down 
together now. I've seen them.. They smile at each other, they talk with each 
other, they try to work out their differences. Several years ago you had to put 
them in separate rooms to even attempt to talk about a problem and an issue. 
We've come a long ways. Let's not undo what we've come so far in attempting to 
do. With that Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee I ask that you 
respectfully reconsider what you are attempting to do now and see if we can't 
move forward in a more reasonable manner. Thank you very much.

John Hancock:
I am representing a local marine dealer. I've been involved in probably the 
process of preserving reddish, speckled trout, whatever, having enough fish for



all segments of the population of Louisiana for a few years and I would like to 
say that I believe that the recent moves to allow the Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission and the biologists of Finfish Division to do their job of setting 
limits, quotas, whatever it takes to preserve the fish stocks for both of us, all 
of us involved, I think that that is the correct move. I think its the move that 
should have been made and should have been made long ago and I am commending 
everyone for the effort to work together for it. A large segment of the marine 
dealers business is in boats, motors, trailers to commercial and recreational 
people. If you had to break down a segment of it, by far the larger majority of 
our business is in the recreational segment and we are not in the best of times 
as far as the economy for the marine dealers. We represent a fairly large volume 
dollar business in the state and we need to have fish available for the larger 
segment of our industry which is the recreational part of it so that we can try 
to get back on our feet and to have a good sustained living from the marine 
business off the recreational end of it. Thank you.
Henrv Truelove:
Gentlemen, I would like to thank you for this opportunity to speak. As a member 
of the once considered Marine Finfish Panel, I am disappointed at not having the 
opportunity to review or consider the information on speckled trout. I am now 
both orally and in writing, asking for the scientific and technical data on which 
these management measures are based. I also need the help of this Committee to 
help define the status of our Marine Finfish Panel. Either help us make it work 
as it did with black drum, or disband it and put it out of its misery. Thank you 
gentlemen.
Donald Lirette:
Thank you Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee for the opportunity to address 
you on the finfish matter at hand this morning. I will try to brief. I am 
president of Terrebonne Fisherman's Organization. I represent commercial 
fishermen of Terrebonne Parish. I am also a member of several federal committees 
who are looking at the management of fish throughout the Gulf of Mexico. In some 
recent meetings of the Louisiana Shrimp Task Force here, we keep coming across 
one problem that the State of Louisiana has that not very many people want to 
address and I am going to echo some of the things that I have said over the 
years. Number one problem in the State of Louisiana with fish, and with all our 
resources, is enforcement. Nobody in this room can deny that. The number two 
problem we have in Louisiana is that we have no shortage of the resources. We've 
just got an over abundance of people after them. A couple of weeks ago I was 
fishing spotted seatrout and red drum at the pontoon bridge, Houma navigation 
canal. I needed two red fish to eat for lunch. That's all I caught. But I 
estimated over 1,100 reddish and over 1,000 spotted seatrout were caught at that 
pontoon bridge that morning and not an agent around. Enforcement is a big, big 
problem. I want to propose today one other matter that needs to be looked at 
very, very seriously by the Commission. Yesterday's Houma Courier had an article 
in it about the changing times in the Louisiana fisheries. I made a copy of it 
available to the Department today. One of the proposals in there that the 
industry recognizes that's needed is limiting the number of commercial fishermen. 
But we see no trend from the recreational fishermen who put more pressure on the 
resources than the commercial fishermen at limiting their numbers. That needs 
to happen. Recreational fishermen can do more damage with a hook and line than 
we can with a net, because we are limited by quotas. They are only limited by 
a creel. We don't have enough Enforcement Agents to check them every time they 
go out, and check everybody that goes out. We are easy to find. Recreational 
fishermen are all over the place. Terrebonne Parish we don't see very many of 
them getting checked by agents. We feel that we are being targeted. Another 
thing that needs to take place in the State of Louisiana to protect the resources 
is to limit or abolish rodeos. Rodeos put an undo pressure on fish stocks and 
is done in the name of recreation and not human consumption. I've seen a lot of 
bull reds shot in the head. I've seen a lot of speckled trout died after being 
caught and touched by human hands. It's a waste of the resources. Every 
Wednesday you can go to Houma and see 300 bass thrown back into the bayou after 
a fishing rodeo. Every Wednesday afternoon, thrown in Houma Canal. This is a 
waste of the resources that should be stopped. Commercial fishermen shouldn't



be singled out to bear the brunt of reducing the take of a resource. It should 
be even and across the board. If you are going to take 250,000 pounds away from 
the commercial fishermen, let's eliminate 250,000 from the recreational 
fishermen. I also want to proposed in lieu of these regulations, if we are going 
to try to limit the amount of time that the commercial fishermen can be out 
there, let's set a season on speckled trout for recreational fishermen. If we 
are going to lower the commercial quota, let's lower the creel limit. Let's fe 
fair about. I thank you for the opportunity.
Jane Black:
Thank you Mr. Chairman and Committee members. I am Jane Black and spokesperson 
for the Organization of Louisiana Fishermen. I would like to echo Rep. Patti's 
statement or rather question, what's the hurry? I really don't understand what 
the hurry is.. Another question that I would like to raise is in the resolution 
that was preambled to this letter of intent. On the second page under G, reading 
there are continuing and potentially dangerous conflicts occurring on the water 
between commercial and recreational fishermen that can best be reduced by 
separating them in time and space. There is no documentation presented 
supporting this statement. Under F, it says its technically easier to provide 
law enforcement during a closed season and also under E, there is a continued 
problem in verifying the true extent of commercial landings. Commercial trout 
fishermen are not required to report their landings. Those landings are required 
by dealers only, at this time. Also, in reference to the laws that were passed 
during 1991 session, Act 157, Section 6, says the management of the species shall 
be for the maximum continuing social and economic benefit to the state. There 
are no references in the letter of intent, in the Public Register, that any 
social examination on the impact to the individuals or communities has been done 
and when you speak to the benefit of the state, this does not exclude commercial 
fishermen. Act 708, passed also this past year's legislative session, reads to 
assure Louisiana benefits from the employment, food supply, recreation, and 
social and economic benefits. Again, these have not been considered under your 
Fiscal and Economic Statement. Again, in your Fiscal and Economic Statement 
under Section 3, Estimated Cost and/or Economic Benefits, the last sentence reads 
due to the reduction in spotted seatrout quota by 250,000 pounds there will be 
a reduction in income at dock side to commercial fishermen in the neighborhood 
of $250,000. Again in Section 3 it says, some unemployment in the commercial 
fishing sector and other commercial fishing or other sources of employment will 
happen if they are not found. Let me correct that. Some unemployment in the 
commercial fishing sector, if other commercial fishing or other sources of 
employment are not found to replace the lost activity. A certain section of our 
fishery is not represented in these two statements. With the law that you are 
proposing you are forcing the commercial fishermen to harvest the trout during 
the time of the year that they are worth the least amount of money. You are 
deliberately, through this ruling, forcing them to sell a fish at less than half 
of its average value at other time of the year. My question is, why? What is 
the intent? And why isn't this in the Fiscal Impact Statement. And why doesn't 
the Fiscal Impact Statement also say that if these fishermen do not have their 
base of trout will they have a base income from a days fishing trip to even go 
fishing for drum or sheephead or other species. The trout is the base fishery 
that this fishermen has now. We have seen this in our Gulf fisheries. Whereas, 
when the fishermen can no longer harvest the American red snapper he cannot get 
a base income to pay the fuel and food expense and the engine wear and tear and 
the gear loss. He cannot go fishing for beeliners in Vermilion because he can 
no longer afford it. His bottom line is gone. In the letter of October 2nd to 
Mr. Jimmy Jenkins, Chairman, sections A, B, C, D, E, F, and I were never 
completely answered. Those questions were also asked at the Commission hearing. 
In the letter October 2nd written to Mr. Kell Mclnnis, Secretary of the 
Department, first page, section A, B, C, D, and F, were never fully answered. 
My question is does the Commission feel that they don't have to answer to these 
Louisiana people? Thank you.

Bob Scearce:
Thank you very much for the opportunity to speak. I only registered at the door. 
I have no intention of speaking. •. My comments will be read in my column, Set the



Hook Hard, Sunday Morning Advocate. Thank you.
Ted Loupe:
Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen. I really don't know where to begin. All of 
this has gotten so far out of hand. Let me try to point out how out of hand this 
has gotten. In an article in the Morning Advocate, September 19th, by Ms. Tommie 
Simmons, some things come out that really bother me. None of this is 
biologically motivated. None of it is scientific. Let's try and be honest with 
everyone. Its all political, right down to the core. Let me read you some 
excerpts from this article. In reducing catch, the Commission tracks the Gulf 
of Mexico Fishery Management Council trying to manage finfish according to 20% 
spawning stock biomass per recruit refers to the ability of species to reproduce 
and maintain itself. That's a definition of SSBR. Gulf Council was wrong on the 
red grouper. It estimated spawning stock biomass was at 20%. Mr. Jenkins, you 
know I'm telling the truth. It came in at 46%, which is much greater than they 
had ever anticipated. They have been wrong on the red snapper, they have been 
wrong on the king mackerel and God knows they are going to be wrong; whoever it 
is that has turned this in is going to be wrong on the speckled trout. Because 
of the freeze three years ago, people are over-reacting. Three years ago you had 
many adult fish that were killed. There is no way on Gods earth your spawning 
stock biomass can be what you want it to be right now. The juveniles off of that 
freeze will not adults before this coming year and the following year which is 
going to bring your spawning stock biomass up to where you want it. And the 
reason you'll are moving so quickly on this is to get it done so you can have it.
There is no biological reason behind it. Let me go on a little further.
According to computer models reducing the commercial catch to 1 million pounds 
increases the speckled trout spawning stock by 1.6 percent. This would increase 
the SSBR by 16.52%. The move also increases the success rate of catching fish 
up to 25 fish limit for recreational fishermen. Once again, artificial
intelligence coming out of a computer, what man puts into it is comes out. Which 
will prove to be wrong once the juveniles have matured in another year or so off 
of the freeze of three years ago. Then they go on in the article to talk about 
how no one was invited, in the commercial sector. Which stands to reason, you'll 
don't want any opposition to this. So you'll can get it done. None of the data 
is presented because nobody wants to hear the truth about the juveniles from the 
freeze becoming spawners in the next year or so. Then they go on
here. . .spokesman from Marine Trades Association stated that fishing recreational 
is not a poor mans sport. That is probably the truest words that have ever been 
spoken, gentlemen. Only the rich can afford to eat fish in the state anymore. 
You won't allow commercial people to catch it, so that the poor can have it on 
the market place. Yeah, I know. We have one minute, you'll have a lifetime. 
Right here they want to move the commercial industry to rod and reel. Someone 
got up and said at one of the meetings) The reason they don't want to do this 
is because it would be too hard to enforce the laws with everyone fishing rod and 
reel. Our enforcement in this state can't enforce the laws we have now and we 
don't have a rod and reel industry. Last week, there was a person that come in 
from offshore that had 3 ice chests of filet red snapper wanting to find a place 
to sell them. Off of a supply boat. It is happening now when we don't have a 
rod and reel industry. There is no way it can be enforced. You can't stop it 
now. This is all political. None of it is biological and I'm damn tired of it. 
I wish the GCCA and other people would come out and just tell the people in this 
state we want it for ourselves. We don't want to share it with anyone. That's 
the bottom line, ladies and gentlemen. They are hiding behind the word 
conservation. I've been on both sides of the fence. Lionel Darling, you know 
this. Your right, we used to sell boat and motors to people, and we need the red 
fish just like you do. The one thing everyone is forgetting to Cell people is 
that 50% of the boats and motors sold in the State of Louisiana are freshwater 
rigs. You know I am Celling the truth. This is all political, not biological, 
not scientific. I just wish it would come to an end. I've got more but I'm 
going to go ahead and stop.

Karl Turner:
Thank you Mr. Chairman and other members of the Committee. Just in the way of 
introduction, my name is Karl Turner, Executive Director of the Seafood Promotion



and Marketing Board. The Seafood Board has looked at this issue over the past 
two months and formed a committee which has developed a position statement. The 
members of the committee were unable to attend todays meeting due to the late 
notification and asked me to come and give this prepared statement representing 
the Seafood Promotion and Marketing Board on this particular subject. Thus I 
read,

"This letter is sent to reflect the position of the Seafood Promotion and 
Marketing Board relative to the proposed changes in the commercial harvest of 
spotted seatrout and other matters related thereto.
Our opposition to these proposed changes are based on biological, sociological 
and economic principles.

First, our specific objections will be based on the summary page of the economic 
and fiscal impact statement which accompanied the Notice of Intent.
Section II entitled, Estimated Effect on Revenue Collections of State or Local 
Government Units, states the following, "This proposed rule will likely yield an 
enhanced expectation of successful fishery efforts thereby potentially increasing 
the frequency of recreational fishing efforts. Since direct expenditures by 
recreational fishermen are relatively large there likely will be positive 
economic impacts to coastal areas by increasing sales tax revenues. In all 
likelihood, however, these changes are likely to be marginal at all levels."
In the statement above the words "large" and "marginal" at all levels are 
contradictory. On a multi-million pound annual sport catch, the addition of 
plus/minus 250,000 pounds for sport access will have no affect on effort and 
expenditures. also, from a statewide perspective, there will be no positive 
impacts since the sales tax revenues are simply transfers from one area to 
another.
Section III of the summary page entitled, Estimated Cost and/or Economic Benefits 
to Directly Affected Persons or Non-Government Groups, states that, ""Benefits 
are expected to accrue to recreational fishermen anticipating enhanced fishery 
experiences and the industry that supports recreational activities..."

This is a hollow and unsubstantiated claim since there will be no benefits to 
anglers due to the 250,000 annual pounds they would catch because no relationship 
on available fish and trips was demonstrated in the document.
Section IV entitled, Estimated Effect on Competition and Employment, states the 
following, "The proposed rule may result in increased employment in the 
recreational fishery industry, for instance guide services, food, lodging, boat 
launches, etc. and may result in some unemployment in the commercial fishing 
sector is other commercial fishing or other sources of employment are not found 
to replace the loss activity."
An employment multiplier would have to be cited for there to be employment 
resulting from the 250,000 pounds. Also, and none was cited. Also, this is 
stimulated by expenditures simply occurs as a result of expenditures transferred 
from alternative purchases. Thus, employment must decrease in other sectors. 
This is the classic zero sum game!
Part III states, "The people of Louisiana will likely benefit because the propose 
reduction in the commercial harvest will provide a biological benefit increase 
in the species, 2) a potential increase in recreational activity that will be 
economically beneficial to the state.
This section goes on to say, total number of recreational participants may be 
increased as much as 50%.

In response to this section, it is not possible to have the 250,000 pounds 
contribute to both stock reproductive ability or SSRB and to increased



recreational activity. In order words, if recreational fishing effort is 
increased, then by definition, greater pressure is placed on the stock.
The relevant question is how can a 250,000 pound amount contribute to stock 
enhancement with the least negative economic impact. There would be less 
negative impact from taking 250,000 pounds from the multi-million pound sport 
fishery where there is little proven relationship between trip catch and 
expenditures than taking from the commercial industry which functions on a much 
smaller share. Another alterative, assuming the primary goal is conservation of 
resources and not simply to further curtail consumer and commercial access to yet 
another of the state's renewable natural resources, would be to increase the 
recreational size of speckled trout from 12 to 14 inches. In any event, the 
current proposal does not in any way conserve resources. (30 second warning) 
Rather it simply shifts the 250,000 pounds away from the commercial quota into 
the recreational quota."

There are other points I would like to point out that come from the Notice of 
Intent itself, but I will skip now just to some last statements that are based 
on testimony at the Senate and House Natural Resource Committees.
In a statement, in a question by the late Senator Chabert to Dr. Clark, Dr. Clark 
stated the following. "According to our estimation we feel that the current 
harvest levels of speckled trout does not endanger the status of that stock in 
any way."

Another questions by Chabert, "What you are saying is that we leave it status 
quo, as it is now. You feel we will not hurt the industry and the stocks will 
pick up and be better this year than last year as far as the trout are 
concerned..." "Yes".
"What is the status of the trout?, asked Senator Kelly. "The bottom line on the 
stock of the spotted seatrout is that we have looked at the history of the 
harvest and the history of the stock over the past ten years and it is our 
conclusion that the harvest rates over the past ten years have not depleted the 
stock and the current harvest rates, in total, are safe."
There are other comments, but 1 will stop here, finally saying we oppose this 
proposal. Thank you very much.
Sara Slavich letter addressed to Jimmy Jenkins made part of this hearing.
Sheri McConnell:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My name is Sheri McConnell. I represent the Louisiana 
Restaurant Association. We're here in opposition of this intent to what we 
consider to deprive certain consumer user groups their right to a resource that 
we feel is naturally theirs. I was, of course, part of what happened during the 
legislature, and my understanding of the polices and standards is a directive to 
you to, in fact, consider all user groups. Our concern is, of course, is that 
they are not. Restaurants representing over three thousand members, in our mind 
we represent consumers, and if it wasn't for those consumers and their desire to 
eat speckled trout we wouldn't be here today. So, in our mind, we represent the 
consumers of the State of Louisiana. In fact, they were very much a part of the 
consideration of the policies and standards that were past last regular session. 
Those standards require you to consider all those user groups, and, of course, 
we consider consumers very much a big part of those user groups. I would like 
to reiterate Karl Turner's comments in some of the testimony of the legislative 
session or in those Natural Resources Committees. Your own Jerry Clark, in fact, 
testified that there was not need, based on scientific and biological data, to 
reduce the quota of speckled trout. The commercial quota of speckled trout. 
Your directive is, in fact, not to change those things unless you have the 
biological and scientific data to support that change. . So 1 question where that 
biological and scientific data is coming for you to, in fact, file this Notice 
of Intent. I wonder, too, are we suffering, are the commercial fishermen and 
therefore the restaurant and consumers, suffering as a result of poor



enforcement. I know a gentlemen mentioned that earlier. My concern is if there 
is poor enforcement, and 1 know that there are some people out there that believe 
that, in fact, the quota is not only reached but surpassed year after year, 
because of poor enforcement and poor regulation. We are unable, in fact, to 
determine that, so therefore we are going to reduce the quota and hopefully, 
proportionately, it will, in fact, reduce the quota that is surpassed. Are the 
commercial fishermen, and therefore the consumers and restaurants, the ones to 
suffer that. If there is poor enforcement in that area shouldn't we consider 
there is poor enforcement in the recreational area as well and I would like for 
you to consider those things. I think that it is necessary for you to consider 
that we all have a right to this resource. Speckled trout is a very big part of 
the restaurant menu. A very big part of the tourism industry, believe it or not. 
In New Orleans, that is a major menu item. A major menu item. Our tourists that 
come to New Orleans specifically seek that menu item and tourism certainly is a 
major part of this economy. So we talk about economic impact, we are talking 
about a great more than just fishing. There is one other comment I would like 
to make and that really has nothing to do with the quota. I noticed in the 
Notice of Intent that you suggested a closed season from April 1 until September 
14, and yet. at the same time during the time that you do allow commercial harvest 
and fishing you say that they can't fish on the weekends. It seems like a double 
whammy to me and that's an issue that I think commercial fishermen might want to 
bring up. I am concerned that not only are you saying you can't fish during 
these months, but in the months that we say that you can fish, which Jane Black 
mentioned the price of the fish is reduced, you are also saying you can't fish 
on the weekends too. I think that maybe that ought to be rethought. Certainly, 
we understand the need for management of the resource and we, in fact, recognize 
that need because tourism is a big part of the fishing industry too and we 
certainly support that. But, our concerns are that you are hitting one user 
group and not considering another and we want you to consider that we all deserve 
our fair share. Thank you.
Hugh Cowan:
Good morning gentlemen, of the commission. My name is Hugh Cowan. I am a sport 
fishermen from Jefferson Parish. I am really up here to voice my support of your 
recommendation of the control of the speckled trout. Although I agree with Mr. 
Patti and some of the other people here who spoke regarding biological and 
scientific studies governing what we do regarding the species, I want to 
recommend you all and everyone here that in the middle and late 80's after a few 
years of scientific and biological studies regarding the red drum, it drug on for 
a period of time when the red drum got in trouble in federal waters and on inside 
waters. The whole time these studies were going on. I think the theory of 
making studies prior to taking control is a little risky. I think attempts 
should be made to insert controls during the period of studies. Let's turn it 
around the other way. Don't wait until the barn yard door is open and everything 
is out before we try to close it. I think these regulations should be put into 
effect and at che same time biological and scientific studies going on. If the 
studies prove that this particular control is not necessary, it can be adjusted 
accordingly. Once again, I am in support of this recommendation. Thank you 
gentlemen.
Tom Boone:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and member of the Commission. I am here today to speak 
in support of the plans of the Committee to control and manage the resource. My 
comments, though, are not based on any economic factors. Its based on 
experience. My first trip to Cocodrie was in 1949 as a twelve year old kid and 
I've fished there for a number of years. In 1977 I moved to north Texas and I 
didn't have access to the coastal waters. 1 move back to Louisiana in 1988, 
about twelve years later. I have two young men in my house, my children. In Che 
1960's I can recall making fishing tips, which you really had to think after a 
summer of fishing, you had to think pretty hard to remember when you didn't have 
a fairly decent trip. I've made probably made 25 fishing trips down there over 
the last 3 years and I've had 2 trips that I felt were meaningful, and the fish 
that I catch go in my freezer and on my table. I do think the resource is the 
property of the entire population. 1 think that the measures you are taking,



though, are correct in that the bulk of the population will be best served. 
Thank you.
Peter Gerica:
Well, here we are again, gentlemen. Listening to the same bull. I just heard 
a guy tell me they didn't have any red fish. That's why they had to close it 
down. That's why they are jumping into my boat right now. But, we are not 
talking about red fish, we are talking about trout, which there is an abundance 
of them too. We also stepping on people's toes by saying that we can't fish on 
weekends. To deprive me of the right to fish on a weekend because you supposedly 
have all these sports out there, just leads me to believe that you are going to 
take Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday away from your next trip. Because whether you 
realize it or not, there's more people out there on Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday 
because they don't want to go out on the weekend with all the squirrels neither. 
I'm talking about the firemen, and the people who fish with a rod and reel for 
a living in this state that everybody blames the commercial fishermen for the 
unreported fish which is not being enforced. Half the little small seafood 
places in New Orleans, I know of, the little stand, buy their fish from a poor 
guy who belongs to the GCCA who sells his fish off his rod and reel. His wife 
meets him at the boat launch, takes a box of fish and gives him an empty one so 
he can get another box. But, there is not fish out there for people to catch. 
I wish people would go out there and realize what's being caught. I am tired of 
having to come up here for the people of my organization who are just about ready 
to go on welfare because of this state not allowing us to fish the resource 
that's out there and giving it to the wealthy. I mean, this stuff has got to 
stop somewhere. We come up here, we ask questions, none of the questions are 
every answered. I remember the last commission meeting, Harlon Pearce, I did,
Barry Sch....  a few other people asked questions, and all you get back, if you
do get answers, is half way answering just what you want people to hear. I wish 
that when you'll would make these decisions you would have people on the panels, 
too, that know what's going on. You've got better people with the biology 
department who know what's going on as far as the numbers are concerned and 
people are out there everyday catching these fish. Watching what's going on. 
I can tell you what's going on, I can tell you how many fish you are going to 
have in the next two years. You are going to have more than you have seen the 
last time after a freeze. Because there is that many fish out there right now. 
So after you take it all away from us, and we have to go back to the legislative 
session to fight to get a little piece of the pie back, then people say well, I'm 
sorry. Well, everybody will be broke by that time. That's all I've got to say.
Clay Peltier. Jr.: 
no comment
Mark Hilzim:
Thank you Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, Mr. Mclnnis. In 1987 efforts 
were begun in the Louisiana legislature to provide a comprehensive set of 
management regulations for speckled trout. These regulations resulted from 
recommendations made by both the Department and LSU. Measures were adopted to 
reduce recreational harvest and to hold the commercial harvest to it's 1977-1986 
annual average. Since 1987, the regulations have cut the recreational harvest 
from 12,539,987 pounds in 1987 to 3,226,742 pounds in 1990. This is a decrease 
of 75%. This also represents a 31% reduction over our 1980-1986 average. In 
1987 Louisiana legislature set the annual commercial speckled trout quota at 1 
million pounds. It's 1977-1986 average. This quota level represented the 
recommendation of Department biologists. In 1988 the quota was raised 
legislatively to compensate for the commercial red drum moratorium. For the 
years 1987-1990 the commercial trout harvest has averaged 1,496,790 pounds 
annually. This is 50% over the 1987 recommended level and 20% over the 1988 
legislative level. It's clear that the current regulations have had the effect 
of reducing the recreational harvest. That they have failed to rein in the 
commercial harvest. In light of the tremendous disparity in both the economics 
and number participants between the recreational and commercial speckled trout 
fisheries, it's incredible that we continue to restrict the recreational 
community and fail to meaningfully control the commercial harvest. While the



GCCA's position that any measure short of game fish may fail to adequately 
address speckled trout problem, GCCA supports the Commission's proposed new trout 
regulations. If properly executed, they may help improve the biological status 
of the stocks, separate the two user groups, reduce the hazards to boaters on 
weekends, improve enforcement capabilities and still allow the average commercial 
take. That there are those here today contesting the Commission's proposal to 
control the commercial harvest to protect this fragile species, it's just another 
example of the problem encountered in managing a resource while it has a bounty 
on its head. Thank you very much.
Mr. Jenkins stated that was all the cards we had. If .there are any written 
materials we will take it. I declare the hearing held and the meeting adjourned. 
Thank you.
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SPOTTED SEATROUT

COMMITTEE TO GOVERNOR ROEMER ON PROPOSED ACTION

DATE NAME FOR AGAINST

9/16/91 C.J. Arceneaux . X

9/15/91 Mary Poe X

9/17/91 Richard Bouterie, Jr. X

No Date J. J. Jones X

9/17/91 David Waguespack X

9/16/91 Warren Baker X

9/16/91 Gus Schram X

9/18/91 A. H. Rack X

9/20/91 E.A. Thistlewaite X

No Date M. L. Vincent X

9/9/91 Ben Brupbacher X

9/6/91 Atchafalaya Delta GCCA X

9/9/91 Gulf Coast Conservation Association X

9/10/91 L. Maurice Provosty X

9/11/91 Henry Mouton X

9/24/91 J.F. Gaar, Jr. X

9/12/91 William Shaddock X

No Date Janes Boussard X



7914 Wrenwood Boulevard, Suite C • Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70809 
(504) 924-3600 • FAX (504) 923-0032

September 16, 1991

Honorable Buddy Roemer, Governor
State of Louisiana
P.O. Box 94004
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9004

Dear Governor Roemer:

Please approve the recent action by the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission to give further 
protection to speckled trout.

You have protected more natural resources in Louisiana than any previous governor.

Sincerely,

Cornel J. Arceneaux, CLU ChFC

Atlanta • Austin • Baton Rouge • Dallas • Denver • Fort Worth • Indianapolis • Irvine • Little Rock 
Los Angeles • Nashville • Philadelphia • Phoenix • Portland • San Diego • Tulsa
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B l o c k  &  B o u t e r i e

Ha r o l d  M. B l o c k  
R i c h a r d  J .  B o u t e r i e , J r .

Attorneys at Law 
5 0 4  W e s t  S e c o n d  S t r e e t  

P o s t  O f f i c e  B o x  5 1 0

Thibodaux, Louisiana 70302-0510
T e l e p h o n e  5 0 4 / 4 4 7 - 6 7 6 7

F a x  5 0 4 / 4 4 6 - 7 3 5 7  
O u r  F i l e  N u m b e rSeptember 17, 1991

Honorable Buddy Roemer 
Governor
State of Louisiana 
P.0, Box 94004
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-9004

Dear Governor Roemerz

The purpose of this letter is to urge your approval of 
the action taken by the Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission at its meeting of September 5, 1991 regarding the 
commercial harvest of speckled trout. I feel that the 
proposed plan is very reasonable as it allows the commercial 
fisherman a quota based upon their ten year average catch, 
provides for a season which will limit the amount of damage 
that can be done due to under-reporting of the catch, and 
attempts to avoid conflict between the user groups by 
closing state waters to netting on weekends.

Although I feel very strongly that the resources can 
only be adequately protected by eliminating all commercial 
netting of finfish, I am a realist and believe that this 
plan is a sound step in the right direction.

Thanking you for your consideration, I remain

Yours truly,

BLOCK & BOUTERIE

RJBjr/ac
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WAGUESPACK, SEAGO &  CARMICHAEL
(A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION)

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

8126 ONE CALAIS AVE., SUITE 2-C 
BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA 70809

DAVID A. WAGUESPACK 
JOHN E. SEAGO 
PETER G. CARMICHAEL

TELEPHONE 
AREA CODE 504 

766-5805 
TELECOPIER 

AREA CODE 504 
766-5812

September 17, 1991

The Honorable Buddy Roemer 
Governor of the State of Louisiana 
Post Office Box 94004 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-9004

Dear Buddy:

As you know, the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission recently 
unanimously passed new regulations to protect Louisiana's speckled 
trout. I would appreciate if you would take all steps necessary to 
approve the actions of the commission.

My best wishes to you in the upcoming election. I sincerely hope 
that the voters will see fit not to return some of the legislators 
who have so adamantly fought the reforms proposed during your first 
term in office^as Governor.

Sine^redyl yours, )

d A. Waguespack

DAW/akm
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Gus IV. Schram, iff

September 16, 1991

The Honorable Buddy Roemer, Governor 
State of Louisiana 
Post Office Box 94004 
Baton Rouge LA 70804-9004

Dear Governor Roemer:

I would like to take this opportunity to ask 
you to approve the action by the Wildlife and 
Fisheries Commission to give additional protection 
to speckled trout, thus allowing preservation of a 
valuable resource for all our citizens.

Sincerely

Gus W. Schram, III 
211 Shell Beach Drive 
Lake Charles LA 70601
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F A B R I C A T I O N  
S T R U C T U R A L  
S H E E T  M E T A L  
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T H E  A L B A C I1  C O M P A N Y , I N C .
$ D < (u ip m en l E n g i n e e r e d  to  o f ' e r v e  ( i n d u s t r y

P. 0. Box 1159
301 E. Prosper Street 

Chalmette, LA 70044-1159
(SUBURB or NEW ORLEANS)

Telephone 271-1113 Fax # 271-1032

: September 9/ 1991

S T E E L
A L U M I N U M
S T A I N L E S S
C O P P E R
M O N E L
M A G N E S I U M

Governor Buddy Roemer 
P.O.Box 95004
Baton Rouge/ La. 70804-9004

Dear Governor:
*!**

As an ardent fisherman for many yearsI. am asking 
you to support the L W '& F Commission’s effort to provide proper 
management and protection for speckled trout.

We need to” protect this resource whictv^is so popular 
with the residents of this state. This is a step inv.the right 
direction.

Thanks again for your consideration.

Sincerely#

Ben Brupbacher

BB: c c



PHONE 504-3S4-d?87 
FAX 504-385-2610

24  HOUR SERVICE '

THOMPSON MARINE TRANSPORTATION, INC.
P. O. BOX 3468

MORGAN CITY. LOUISIANA 70381

September 6, 1991

SEP 91991 !

GOVERNOR BUDDY ROEMER 
P.0. Box 94004 
Baton Rouge, La. 70804
Dear Sir:

I wanted to drop you a line to let you know that 
I am pleased to learn of the WLF C*decisions involving 
the new commercial regulations regarding speckl-edT trout.

I am, and have been an avid fisherman, and hope 
to continue this with a realistic stock for the future.

, -tv-I would cer tainly hope that you would be ijf a 
position to support the Commissions efforts to provide 
pro per m a n agem ent and protection for the species%by 
allowing the WLFC to establish the proposed 4 mart 
enforcement strike force to enforce these new regulations.

Thanks in advance for your support in this matter.
Respectfully,

Robert /. Thompson 
President
Atchafalaya Delta Chapter GCCA

R J T / j l m



Gulf Coast Conservation Association
Post Office Bo* 373. Baton Rouge. LA 70821 ' 

(504) 291-GCCA

September 9, 1991

Governor Buddy Roemer 
Post Office Box 94004 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-9004

Dear Governor:

During the September 5, 1991, Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries 
Commission meeting, the Commission voted unanimously to file a Notice 
of Intent to adopt the following regulations regarding the proper 
management and protection of speckled trout:

1. Reduce the commercial trout quota to one million pounds.

2. Establish a commercial speckled trout season from September 
15th to April 1st. The season will be closed when the quota 
is met or April 1 arrives, which ever comes first.

. "* <%„•3. Ban all netting for speckled trout on the weekends during th
period that there is an open commercial season^for speckled

4. Direct the Secretary of Wildlife and Fisheries to establish a 
four man enforcement strike force to focus on enforcing both 
recreational and commercial trout regulations.

On behalf and as President of The Louisiana Gulf Coast Conservation 
Association, we ask that you support the Commissions effort to 
provide proper management and protection for our speckled trout.

Under great pressure, the entire Commission stood tall and voted 7 to 
0 to support the finfish subcommittees recommendation as outlined 
above. You should be very proud of every Commissioner as they have 
truly done the right thing to protect our depleted stocks of speckled 
trout.

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  t i m e  a n d  p a t i e n c e  i n  t h i s  m a t t e r  a n d  a g a i n ,  t h e  
e n t i r e  L o u i s i a n a  G . C . C . A .  a s k s  t h a t  y o u  a p p r o v e  t h e  a b o v e  
r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s .

t r o u t

uoug ‘Cook 
President

DC: dm
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S m i t h  B a r n e y

September 10, 1991

Hon, Buddy Roemer
P.O. Box 94004
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9004

Dear Gov. Roemer: . .

On September 5, 1991, pursuant to its legislated mandate, the Loui­
siana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries Board voted 7 - 0 to set 

' a quota and season for commercial catch of spotted sea trout (speckled 
trout). This resolution also prohibits all netting of speckled trout 
on weekends during the season and establishes a four man strike force 
to enforce the above./

Although these measures are modest, I feel they will be effective.
I would appreciate your using your executive perogative to-.,assure 
cooperation by the Natural Resources Committee. Thank you/fqr your 
commitment to the enabling legislation during the last regular session.

-X • f  ..

Sincerely,

L. Maurice PrWofety

LHP/kmc

SMITH HARNEY.
HARRIS UI-HAM A CO. INC. 
POYDRAS CENTER - SUITE 2203 
tiO POYDRAS STREET 
NEW ORLEANS. LA 70130



HENRY M. MOUTON
P.O. Box 91701

Lafayette, Louisiana 70509-1701

September 11, 1991

Governor Buddy Roemer 
P. O. Box 94004 
Baton Rouge, LA 70804

Dear Governor Roemer,

I am taking this time to ask you to support the LDWF 
Commission Resolution regarding the management of speckled trout. 
This resolution is the first step to enhance the future of our 
precious specks.

Governor Roemer, each and every year there has been a decline 
in both the commercial and recreational harvest of specks. If we 
do not take action now .our fish could be in seriou^ .trouble.

Saltwater recreational fishing is a five hundred million 
dollar plus industry and if our trout disappear thousands of people 
will be laid off and millions of dollars will be lost. What will 
we replace this industry with?

Our commercial harvest count is not regulated very well. This 
year it took over eleven months to catch 1,250,000 pounds of 
specks. This means the average daily catch was 3,787 pounds of 
specks. The commercial fishermen claim that there are more trout 
than ever, yet it takes them more and more time each and every year 
to reach the quota. It is to their advantage to under report their 
catch.

Governor Roemer, let's look at this scenario. There are 1,800 
licensed gill net fishermen in this state to fish specks. Let's 
say that only 300 are actually fishing and they only fish an 
average of five days a week. In eleven months (330 days) the daily 
average total catch is 3,787 pounds of trout or 12.62 pounds of 
trout per fisherman. If they are receiving $2.00 per pound that 
means they have "gross" income of $25.24 per day or $126.23 per 
week or $504 per month. Remember these numbers are gross! Can 
they even breakeven with these figures? I doubt it.

Look at this scenario. Suppose 300 fishermen fishing an 
average of five days a week catching an average of 150 pounds of 
specks per day giving them a total catch in eleven months of

(318)237-0223



14,850,000 pounds of specks. This is more than seven times the 
quota!!!

X like the limit of 25 trout. In the past two years, I have 
not even come close to limiting out. Since the fishing has been so 
bad I quit going. I usually burn 1,000 gallons of gas a summer - 
X burned 80 this summer. I usually spend $1,000 on groceries, ice 
and tackle - I spent about $75 this year. I am not the only person 
doing this. I have not been helping our ailing economy and I will 
not be of much help until the fishing gets better.

You have taken big strides to protect our redfish and its 
working. Please do the same for specks. Governor Roemer, be known 
as the "Governor that did something to protect the trout".

The commission is on the right track. Please support them.

HM/cm

cc: Mr. J. H. Jenkins, Jr.
Mr. Jack Lawton, Jr. 
Mr. Mark Hilzim 
Mr. Jeff Schnider 
Mr. Doug Cook

hry M.

-*• - c- -
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P.O. Box 2053 
Lafayette, LA 70502

JOSEPH F. GAAR, JR.
September 24, 1991

Law Offices of •I

(318) 233*3185

Honorable Buddy Roemer, Governor 
State of Louisiana 
P.O. Box 94004
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70804-9004 

Dear Governor Roemer:

I am writing again as the summer of 1991 comes to an end. I 
wrote you earlier this year requesting your action in getting more 
protection for our redfish and speckled trout. I am writing to 
again ask that you strongly consider giving additional protection to 
redfish and speckled trout.

I am an avid fisherman and fished at least once a week during 
this past summer. Needless to say on the majority of my trips, I 
came back with just a couple of fish per person. This has been one 
of the worst summers for speckled trout fishing that I have ever 
seen. One of the reasons that 1 feel certain that I am catching 
less fish is due to the commercial gill natters. Why is Louisiana 
the only state on the entire gulf coast which legalizes gill netting 
by commercial fishermen. Florida, Alabama, Mississippi and Texas 
have all outlawed gill netting in their waters. What this has 
created, is other commercial fishermen from surrounding states 
coming to our state to take advantage of our fish stocks. Or these 
other states know something Louisiana doesn't? Yes, they do know 
how gill nets can devastate fish populations.

One particular incident that stands out in my mind this past 
summer, while down in Grand Isle, I witnessed a commercial gill 
netter string his gill nets across Four Bayous, which is the main 
pass just to the east of Grand Isle. We were on the gulf side of 
the current with this commercial gill netter upstream from us. 
Needless to say we did not catch anything but a few 12 inch specs 
and an hour later when this gill netter brought in his net, it was 
loaded with 3, 4, and 5 pound speckled trout. That is in addition 
to flounder, redfish and other species.

These gill nets not only ensnare juvenile redfish, sharks, sea 
turtles, birds and other marine life, but also pollute our waterways 
when they are lost my these commercial fishermen.



Governor Buddy Roemer 
September 24, 1991 
Page -2-

I strongly request that you approve the actions of the Wildlife 
and Fisheries Commission in giving further protection to speckled 
trout and redfish. By doing away with the commercial gill netters,
I feel that in years to come, our stocks will once again reach a 
level to where we can truly say that Louisiana is the "Sportsmans 
Paradise". Please don't be persuaded by the restaurant association 
and commercial fishermen. It is people like myself who by and large 
spend the majority of money in this State to enjoy our great 
outdoors.

I would ask that you please contact me to advise as to what is 
being done by your office with regards to this matter.

With kindest personal regards, I remain,

Very truly yours.

JFG,JR./cmb

cc: Dr. Ladislas Lazaro, III
Dr. J. Frazer Gaar 
Mr. Scott Thistlewaite
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Honorable Buddy Roemer 
Governor
State of Louisiana
P. 0. Box 94004
Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9004

§8819 I d?S

ki

Re: September 5 Regulations
Louisiana Wildlife & Fisheries Commission

.»

Dear Governor Roemer:
• - *•- 

Your Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission members 
took very courageous and much needed action at its September 5th 
meeting. The commission adopted new rules setting seasons for 
commercial netting of speckled trout so as to permit the fish to 
spawn, and took other very important steps towards protecting this 
species. 1

As a very active recreational fisherman, I have noticed 
a very dramatic decline in the population and size of speckled 
trout over the past few years. Your approval and adoption of the 
new regulations passed by the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission is 
vitally and urcintly needed.

Please approve these very commendable and necessary 
regulations adopted by the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission at 
your very earliest opportunity.

Sincerely,

William E. Shaddock

WES/dv

cc: Mr. Houston Foret Mr. Bert Jones
Mr. Warren I. Pol Mr. Peter Vujnovich
Mr. James H. Jenkins, Jr. Mr. John F. "Jeff"
Mr. Norman F. McCall

Schneider
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LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE A FORESTRY

REPORT ON JULY - SEPTEMBER, 1991 FISH KILLS

On June 27, 1991 a fish kill was reported in Iberia parish, followed by 
31 other fish kills in the waterways of Louisiana during the months of July, 
August, and September 1991.

Inspectors from both the Louisiana Department of Agriculture & Forestry 
(LOAF) and from the Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ) 
responded and began investigating the causes of these fish kills. Samples 
of water, soil, fish and cane foliage were collected and shipped for 
chemical analysis to the Louisiana State University Lab, Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana, and LDEQ's lab at Northeast State University, Soil-Plant Analysis 
Laboratory, Monroe, Louisiana. In addition, water parameters such as 
dissolved oxygen, temperature, pH, and salinity, were measured at most of 
the inspected locations.

The staff of the Office of Pesticide and Environmental Programs within 
the LOAF has reviewed available data and concluded that nine fish kills were 
caused by pesticides, four were a combination of both oxygen depletion and 
the presence of pesticides, three were a combination of the presence of 
pesticides and some other environmental factor, one was completely 
fraudulent, one was caused by mechanical means, ten were clearly caused by 
oxygen depletion, and four could not be determined.
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FISH KILL INVESTIGATION

On July 2, 1991, the LOAF was notified of a fish kill that had occurred
in Bayou Jack in Iberia parish on June 27, 1991 . The LOAF immediately began
an investigation of this fish kill and subsequent fish kills that occurred 
on July 2 and July 6, 1991. On July 8, 1991, Commissioner Bob Odom declared 
fish kills priority one and Issued the following directives to the Pesticide 
and Environmental Programs staff:

1) to utilize al^ necessary resources and personnel of LOAF.
2) to notify lab that fish kill samples were to be run with priority.
3) to expand on-going water monitoring program for pesticides

(municipal water plants).
4) taking of water and fish samples at jOl fish kill sites and

monitoring of waterways in the sugarcane area.
5) field personnel and lab to check for ary illegal pesticide use,
6) to prepare maps of sugarcane areas showing sprayed fields near fish 

kill sites. Map should also show drainage into affected bayous or canals.
7) to get a daily report from the director and/or assistant director 

of pesticides.
8) to request technical assistance from Mobay (major manufacturer of 

azinphos-methyl).



Based on these directives, the following actions were taken in addition 
to the normal work plan for monitoring of pesticides:
I. Action Taken

A. Immediate On-site Complaint Investigation/Sample Collection upon 
Notification of a Fish Kill

1. LOAF received notifications from citizens, state agencies (LDEQ 
and LDWF), county agents, and the media.

B. Louisiana State University Lab - Focus on Analyzing Water and Fish 
Samples from Kill Sites

1. July 8, 1991, Lab made fish kill samples priority one.
2. July 8, 1991, Lab anticipated completed results on samples 

collected from first nine fish kills between July 22 and July 24, 1991.
C. Notification of Azinphos-methyl Manufacturers

1. Mobay notification July 9, 1991.
a. Mobay technicians on site July 11 and 12, 1991, and offered 

assistance to LOAF.
2. Micro Flo notification July 12, 1991.
3. Platte Chemical Company notification July 12, 1991.

D. Notification of Past Registrant of Azodrin
1. Du Pont notification July 12, 1991.

a. Requested Du Pont lab to run tissue samples of sugarcane
for Azodrin.

1. Du Pont denied request (Lab not capable of this type
analysis).

11. Du Pont offered technical assistance if needed.



E. Notification of Other Agencies and Organizations
1. LSU Ag Center - Cooperative Extension Service (CES) and 

Experiment Station (ES)
a. July 12, 1991, Ag Center notification and request for

assistance.
b. July 17, 1991, met with the following Ag Center personnel:

1. Sugarcane Specialist (ES) and (CES)
11. Fish Biologist (ES)

Iff. Fish Lab Technician (ES)
2. Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries

a. July 12, 1991, met with LDWF biologists to discuss other 
possible reasons for fish kills and the history of low dissolved oxygen fish 
kills.

b. July 16, 1991, director and assistant director met with Mr. 
Kell Mclnnis, Acting Secretary.

i. Requested the use of LDWF seaplane for use in aerial 
surveillance (would give us ability to land on water If overspray occurred 
or fish kill sighted).

11. Requested that LDWF personnel join with LDAF 
personnel to investigate fish kills, use of boats, and identification of 
fish types.

3. U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region VI 
a. Notified July 10, 1991.



b. Follow-up discussions on almost dally basis and continuing
to date.

4. Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality
a. July 12, 1991, LOAF Assistant Coimissioner received

correspondence from LDEQ Assistant Secretary requesting LDAF personnel to 
collect and analyze samples.

b. July 17, 1991, LDAF Assistant Commissioner responded to LDEQ 
by letter and assured them that we were thoroughly investigating fish 
kills. Also requested that LDAF be Informed of future fish kills reported 
to LDEQ in a more timely manner.

5. Louisiana Department of Health and Hospitals
a. Notified July 10, 1991.
b. Follow-up discussions during months of July, August, and

September.
6. Louisiana Farm Bureau Federation, American Sugarcane League, 

Louisiana Aerial Applicators Association, and aerial applicators and 
agricultural consultants in sugarcane area.

a. July 9, 1991, notified of possible Imminent problem.
1. Stressed that industry use extreme caution In

applying pesticides.
ii. Requested all of the above to help in early

notification of future kills.



F. On July 15, 1991, Commissioner Odom directed the staff of Pesticide 
and Environmental Programs to write a strategy plan to monitor the 
application of insecticides in the sugarcane area. On July 16, 1991, the 
strategy plan was written and approved as a working plan. The strategy plan 
was implemented on July 17, 1991.

II. Strategy Plan
A. Water Monitoring Program - Samples to be Analyzed for the 

Following, in Order of Importance: 1) Azinphos-methyl; 2) Azodrin;
3) Ammonia; 4) Asana

1. Municipal Water Plants - One gallon samples to be taken at raw 
water intake at the following plants:

a. Assumption District #1
b. St. Mary District #3
c. Terrebonne District #3 (2 Intake locations)
d. City of Franklin

2. Municipal water samples are to be taken starting July 17, 1991 
and then every two weeks thereafter.

3. Re-sampling of surface water at previously investigated fish 
kill sites within seven to ten days after initial samples. Re-sampling will 
continue at seven to ten day intervals until further notice.

4. Surface water monitoring - Staff will identify random surface 
water samples to be taken throughout sugarcane area. (There were ultimately 
forty-three (43) random sampling sites established.)



a. Initial site of sample will be marked and follow-up samples, 
will be taken at seven to ten day Intervals until further notice.

B. Environmental Monitoring
1. The following parishes in the sugarcane area will be monitored 

by these district personnel:
Baton Rouge District Opelousas District
Lafourche Iberia
Terrebonne St. Mary
Assumption Vermillion
St. James
Iberville
W. Baton Rouge
Ascension

2. July 16, 1991, directive from Assistant Commissioner (AES) that 
personnel will work every day until further notice.

3. July 17, 1991, Baton Rouge and Opelousas districts' field 
personnel and Crowley and Alexandria districts' managers and supervisors 
will be brought in to review and begin implementation of strategy plan.

4. July 17, 1991, LSU Ag Center personnel brought in to review and 
critique strategy plan.

5. LDAF resources to be used or made available to Pesticide Office
for fish kills.



a. LOAF Brand Commission - one boat
b. LOAF Soil and Water Conservation - one boat
c. LOAF Forestry - airplanes and pilots for surveillance In 

the sugarcane areas south of 1-10, checking for new fish kill sites, 
application of pesticides, and potential causes of fish kills.

6. In addition to the above monitoring directives, LOAF personnel 
are to routinely do the following:

a. Collect sugarcane samples near fish kill sites to be 
analyzed for illegal pesticides.

b. Sample water where pesticide applications are being made.
c. Inspect dealers, aerial applicators, and private

applicators for illegal pesticides (especially near fish kill sites).
d. Collect azinphos-mettyl samples from original containers.
e. Collect tank samples from applicators in the fish kill

areas.
f. Collect live fish samples to be caught from waterways in 

the sugarcane area.
1. Live fish samples to be run by FDA Lab in New

Orleans.
C. Analysis of Samples

1. Field-collected samples to be analyzed by the following:
a. Louisiana State University Agricultural Chemistry Lab
b. Other labs being contacted as follows: Mobay;' Du Pont;

EPA; FDA; other contract labs.



D. State Agencies and Sugarcane Interests
1. Continue lines of communication with Mobay; Du Pont; Micro Flo; 

Platte Chemical Company; LSU Ag Center; LDWF; EPA Region VI; FDA; ,LDEQ; 
Louisiana Farm Bureau; American Sugarcane League; Louisiana Aerial 
Applicators Association; Louisiana Department of Health & Hospitals; 
Sugarcane Consultants; and individual aerial applicators.

E. Identification and Mapping of Parish Fish Kill Occurrences
1. Baton Rouge and Opelousas district offices to perform record 

checks at aerial applicators near fish kill sites.
2. Baton Rouge and Opelousas district offices to contact 

consultants and aerial applicators for documentation maps.
3. Prepare maps to show location of fish kill sites in relation to 

other fish kill sites and identify drainage patterns.
4. Prepare maps to show location of fish kill sites in relation to 

sugarcane fields, in reference to spraying of azinphos-methyl.

****This report is based on field data collected concerning fish kill sites 
by LOAF, LDEQ, LCES, and LDWF, published scientific research data, and data 
reviewed by the fish kill panel.



(1) Bayou .lack
DEQ received a complaint of a fish kill occurring on Bayou Jack's 

Coulee on June 27, 1991 . DEQ informed LOAF of the kill on July 2, 1991.
DEQ reported observing 5,000 dead fish which affected a three mile 

area. LDAF confirmed the presence of dead fish, hut not in the numbers 
reported by DEQ. A statement obtained by LOAF of the marina owner where the 
kill was first seen also disputed the number of fish involved in the kill.

There were no witnesses to ary apparent pesticide use violations.
Results of subsequent and repeated water samples proved to be 

negative for pesticides. Records inspections of aerial applicators which 
service the sugarcane fields adjacent to the fish kill site did not reveal ary 
abnormalities. LDAF could not make a determination as to the cause of the 
fish kill.

(2) Noel Canal
A fish kill in lloel Canal was reported to LDAF on July 2, 1991.
Sagrera Flying Service is located adjacent to lloel Canal. Along side 

of the airstrip is a drainage ditch which empties into lloel Canal. DEQ's
inspector observed what appeared to be some type of chemical in the drainage 
ditch. Water samples taken from the ditch and canal were positive for 
Azinphos-iletliyl (21.9 ppb in the ditch; 428 ppb in the canal).

Because of the extensiveness of the fish kill and the high
concentrations of chemical found in the drainage ditch and canal waters, it
must be concluded that a spill of Guthion from the airstrip caused the kill. 
LDAF did not receive a report of the spill prior to DEQ's investigation.

A subsequent on-site inspection by LDAF identified the absence of a 
functional closed containment system for the reclamation of unused pesticide 
and/or rinsate. This absence, coupled with the chemical spill which resulted 
in the fish kill, indicated that Sagrera Flying Service committed several
pesticide use violations. Among them are: LAC 7:13157 failure to report a 
spill; LAC 7 :13175(A)(1,2) failure to re-apply rinsate or to deposit rinsate 
in a closed containment system.

Enforcement Action Taken: LDAF issued Sagrera Flying Service a
protective order on August 9, 1991 which ordered it to cease discharges of 
rinsate in violation of LAC 7:13175(a)(1,2).

(3) Bayou Lafourche
DEQ received a fish kill complaint on July 6, 1991 which occurred on 

Bayou Lafourche, south of the town of Lockport. DEQ did not relay this 
complaint to LDAF, but Thomas Radial, a local resident, reported the fish kill 
to LDAF on July 8.

The number of fish involved in this kill was more than ary of the 
previously described kills. DEQ estimated that the kill included over 130,000 
fish of multiple varieties and extended for approximately 9.8 miles.



The area of the Bayou where the kill occurred is flanked by extensive 
sugarcane fields. However, Bayou Lafourche is a waterway that receives 
constant commercial traffic. In addition, the Bollinger Shipyard, one of the 
largest shipyards in Louisiana, is just north of the fish kill site.

DEQ identified the alleged origin of the fish kill as coming from the 
McLeod Pumping Station since no dead fish were seen north of the station and 
the natural flow of the bayou is in a southerly direction. The McLeod Pumping 
Station drains a large area of sugarcane fields that lie adjacent to the Bayou.

DEQ inspectors concluded that the fish kill was pesticide caused 
since area residents had seen aerial applicators spray the adjacent fields
prior to the kill. Although a DEQ sample taken on July 6 was negative, DEQ 
concluded that fish behavior in water and when taken out of water demonstrated 
a toxic reaction to pesticides.

LDAF investigation confirmed that a large fish kill had occurred;
however, live fish ware also observed in the area of the kill site. A water
sample taken at the McLeod Pumping Station produced positive results for 
Azi nphos-iletliyl of 1.36 ppb. LDAF concluded that this fish kill resulted from 
the presence of Azinphos-Methyl.

(4) White Castle Canal and Lake Natchez
On July 8, 1991, Guy Hymel reported a fish kill to LDAF which

occurred in the White Castle Canal and Lake Natchez water bodies.
Mr. Hymel gave a strong statement which alleged the following: He

and his wife were fishing on the White Castle Canal when it began raining very 
hard in the late afternoon hours. Mr. Hymel reports hearing a helicopter 
spraying an area approximately 1 1/2 miles away from where he was and that the 
helicopter continued to spray throughout the rain storm. Mr. Hymel never saw 
the helicopter, but estimated that 3 1/2 to 4 inches of rain fell during the 
time the helicopter continued to spray. The following day, Mr. Hymel reports 
seeing dead fish over several miles of waterways.

LDAF investigated the fish kill on July 9. Water samples were taken, 
hut yielded negative test results.

A records inspection of nearby aerial applicators confirmed that a 
helicopter from River Road Aviation sprayed a 60 acre field with Asana (a 
pyrethoid) in the area described by Mr. Hymel on July 2. However, the 
application occurred at 3:00 am, not the late afternoon as described by Mr. 
Hymel. In addition, climatological records for the White Castle Canal area 
recorded only 13 inches of precipitation on July 2.

It should be note, also, that LDAF dissolved oxygen readings taken on 
July 8 illustrated a reading of 1.2-2.5. Therefore, LOAF concluded that this 
fish kill was a result of low dissolved oxygen.



(5) Port of Iberia I
DEQ received a report of a fish kill occurring at the Port of Iberia 

on July 8, 1991. The Port contains a great deal of industrial development. 
An intracoastal canal runs south from the Port of the Gulf of Mexico. 
Sugarcane fields lie adjacent to the Port of Iberia Court just south of the 
Port area. Below the sugarcane fields are swamps and marsh which lead into 
the Gulf to Mexico. The Port of Iberia Canal is heavily influenced by the 
Gulf Tide.

LDAF inspectors could not identify any witnesses who could describe 
any pesticide any pesticide use violations, and records inspections of aerial 
applicators who serviced local sugarcane fields failed to reveal any 
irregularities. LDAF concluded that this fish kill resulted from low
dissolved oxygen and the presence of Azinphos-Methyl.

(6) Blind River I
DEQ received a report of a fish kill on Blind River on July 6, 1991. 

DEQ relayed this report to LDAF on July 8. LDAF investigated the incident on 
July 11.

LDAF obtained statements from two witnesses who identified the area 
of the kill, The kill site was identified on a stretch of Blind River which 
runs trough a swamp and empties into a canal which parallels U.S. Highway 61. 
The nearest sugarcane fields are two to four miles away from the fish kill 
site. However, water drainage from the fields apparently flows in the
direction of Blind River.

Although witnesses indicated aerial applicators had sprayed sugarcane 
fields in the days proceeding the kill, no pesticide use violations were 
described. A records inspection of aerial applicators which serviced the
sugarcane fields closest to the kill site did not reveal arty irregularities.

Dissolved oxygen readings taken by DEQ on July 6 demonstrated a range 
of .5-4.0. Because of the response time, LDAF could not make a determination 
as to the cause of this fish kill.

(7) Bayou Pa tout
Bayou Patout, the scene of a fish kill reported on July 8, 1991 ,

presents an excellent illustration of the complex webb of waterways and
ditches that snake throughout sugarcane fields.

An unidentified complainant reported to DEQ that a fish kill had 
occurred in Bayou Patout on July 8, 1991. The complainant indicated to DEQ 
that fish began dying on July 6, and DEQ did not identify a reason for the 
delay in reporting the kill or the person making the complaint.

LDAF responded to the kill site on July 9, 1991. The presence of 
dead fish was confirmed, and inspectors took water and fish samples for 
laboratory analysis. Ho witnesses to the fish kill could be found.



The fish samples were too decomposed for an analysis and results of 
water samples were negative for the presence of pesticides.

Inspectors surveyed area farmers and pesticide applicators for the 
frequency and volume of pesticides applied to area sugarcane fields and found 
that such met label requirements. Local climatological data recorded 3.5 
inches of rain fell on July 5 and 1.54 inches fell on July 16.

Without any witnesses and since records inspections of area 
applicators did not demonstrate any irregularities, no pesticide use 
violations could he identified and LDAF did not make a determination as to the 
cause of this fish kill.

(8) Boston Canal
DEQ received a fish kill report on Boston Canal on July 8, 1991. 

LOAF investigated on July 9 and observed dead fish. Fish could not be 
analyzed due to decomposition, but water results were positive for
Azi nphos-iletliyl at 5.1 ppb. Record inspections of aerial applicators who 
serviced sugarcane fields which were near the fish kill site did not reveal 
any abnormalities. There were no witnesses to any apparent pesticide use 
violations. LDAF concludes that Azinphos-Methyl caused this kill.

(9) Bayou Petite Anse
On July 11, 1991, LDAF received a complaint of a fish kill which 

occurred on Bayou Petite Anse. LDAF inspectors confirmed the presence of dead 
fish and water samples revealed Azi nphos-Methyl in a level of 18.6 ppb.
Dissolved oxygen readings taken by DEQ demonstrated 2.6-6.

LDAF inspectors could find no witnesses to pesticide use violations 
and records inspections failed to identify any irregularities. LDAF concluded 
that fish kill resulted from the presence of Azinphos-Methyl.

(10) Bayou Tete
A DEQ inspector observed dead fish in Bayou Tete on July 13, 1991.

OICQ did not contact LDAF about the kill, but on July 15, Allen Sorrel
telephoned LDAF to report the fish kill.

A statement taken by LDAF of Allen Sorrel indicated that he observed 
an aerial applicator spraying sugarcane in the area of the fish kill on July 
11 and 12. On July 13, Mr. Sorrel began noticing dead fish which, according 
to his estimate, extended for three miles. Mr. Sorrel speculated that rain 
water run-off of pesticides caused the fish kill.

A records inspection by LDAF confirmed that Ed and Alex Flying 
Service did spray the area described by Mr. Sorrel. However, the records of 
the application did not reveal any abnormalities and Mr. Sorrel could not 
identify any pesticide use violations. Also, climatological data for the days 
proceeding the kill contradict Mr. Sorrel's reports to hard rain fall. 
However, LDAF does attribute this kill to the presence of Azinphos-Methyl.



(11) Bayou Tigre
DEQ received a report of a fish kill on Bayou Tigre on July 16, 

1991. DEQ relayed the report to LDAF on July 18 when LDAF began its 
investigation.

LDAF did confirm the presence of dead fish and a water sample proved 
positive results of Azinphos-Methyl at 7.8 ppb.

In surveying the sugarcane farmers and applicators in the area, LDAF 
could identify only one farm which sprayed with Azi nphos-Methyl before the 
fish kill. However, LDAF could identify no pesticide use violations and 
concluded that the presence of Azinphos-Methyl caused this fish kill.

(12) Bayou Dularge
LDAF received a report and investigated a fish kill which allegedly 

occurred on Bayou Dularge in Terrebonne Parish on July 20, 1991. The kill 
could not be identified or confirmed. Water samples were negative for traces 
of Azinphos-Methyl. Mo pesticide use violations could be identified. This 
apparently was a previous complaint.

(13) Bayou Macon
LDAF investigated with DEQ a fish kill on Bayou Macon in West Carroll 

Parish on July 22, 1991. Multiple species of dead fish were identified along 
a stretch of Bayou Macon which is lined with cotton and rice fields. At the 
time of investigation, the fish had appeared to have been dead for several 
days.

Water samples showed positive readings of Ordram 15-21 ppb. Ordram 
is a herbicide most typically used on rice. Further investigation revealed 
that the farmer of a nearby rice field periodically drains the water from the 
fields. In addition, water from the rice fields on occasion, spills over the 
rice field levees and into the Bayou. However, review of the farmer's records 
indicated that the last drain to occur was nearly two months before the kill, 
and the last application of Ordram before the kill was June 25, Moreover, the 
technical data sheet on Ordram claims that it "presents minimal hazard to 
aquatic life".

Statements of other witnesses uncovered no pesticide use violations. 
LDAF did not make a determination as the cause of this fish kill.

(14) Blind River II
LDAF investigated a second fish kill on Blind River in St. James 

Parish on July 29 , 1991 . LOAF confirmed the kill and DEQ estimated over
15,000 dead fish of multiple types. Dissolved oxygen readings taken by DEQ 
demonstrated a range of .6-1.8 ppm. At the time of investigation the water 
appeared to he very muddy, and both live and dead Fish were observed. Water 
samples showed positive signs of Azinphos-Methyl .88, 2.5, and 6.86 ppb.



Inspections of nearby aerial applicators revealed no irregularities. 
Climatological records recorded .76 inches of rainfall fell on July 27. 
Statements of local residents demonstrated no pesticide use violations. LDAF 
concluded that this fish kill resulted from low dissolved oxygen and the 
presence o f  Azi nphos-Methyl.

(15) Joe's Bayou
LDAF, DEQ and the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 

("LDWF") jointly investigated a fish kill on Joe's Bayou in Richland Parish on 
July 31, 1991. LDAF confirmed that death of multiple species of fish.

Cotton fields lie on both sides of the bayou where the kill occurred.
Local residents related that the fields were sprayed on July 27 which 

was followed by a large rainstorm. Thereafter, fish began dying.
An inspection of the aerial applicators who serviced the fields 

revealed that Methyl Parathion and Endosulfan was applied according to its 
labeled concentration of July 27. Water sampled did reveal positive reading 
of Methyl Parathion and Endosulfan, as well as the presence of other 
chemicals. Climatological records indicate that 1.39 inches of rainfall fell 
on July 28. Endosul Fan is highly toxic to aquatic life and LOAF concluded 
that this is what killed the fish.

(16) Bayou Petite Caillou
A cooperative extension agent reported a fish kill on Bayou Petite 

Caillou in Terrebonne Parish on August 1. LDAF investigated on August 2.
The area where the kill occurred is flanked by residential housing. 

Various canals drain into the Bayou which is choked by aquatic vegetation.
The county agent recorded a dissolved oxygen reading of 3.6 on the 

afternoon of the kill. Water samples were positive for Azinphos-Methyl at 3.5 
ppb. However, records of aerial applicators which service nearby sugarcane 
fields indicate that no chemical was applied to area fields for two weeks 
prior to the kill. No pesticide use violations could be identified. LDAF 
concluded that this fish kill was a result of low dissolved oxygen and the 
presence of Azinphos-Methyl.

(17) Bayou Portage
LDWF reported a fish kill occurring on Bayou Portage in Pointe Coupee 

Parish on August 1. Both LDAF and LDWF investigation the kill. Extremely low 
dissolved oxygen readings of 1.5 and below led each agency to conclude it was 
the cause of the kill.



(18) Crew Lake
DEQ and LOAF investigated a fish kill at Crew Lake in northern 

Richland Parish on August 2 . LOAF confirmed that multiple types of fish had 
died. Dissolved oxygen readings were uniformly low, 1.7-2.8. Water sample 
was negative for Methyl-Parathion, but positive for Bladex 5.33 ppb. LDAF 
determined that low dissolved oxygen caused this fish kill.

(19) Lac Des Allemands
LDWF reported a fish kill on Lac Des Allemands in St. Charles Parish 

on August 2. The kill was investigated by LDAF, DEQ and LDWF. LDWF obtained 
uniformly low dissolved oxygen readings which was attributed to an algae 
bloom. There arc no agricultural fields anywhere i n  the area of the kill. 
LDAF concluded that low dissolved oxygen cause the fish kill.

(20) Tomruy Haring Catfish Pond
LDAF and DEQ investigated a fish kill on a private catfish pond in 

Franklin Parish on August 5. A cotton field is west of the pond. The pond 
owner suspected that a pesticide drift caused the kill.

An inspection of the aerial applicator who serviced the nearby cotton 
fields indicated that Methyl-Parathion and Bolstar were sprayed on August 3. 
Yet water samples taken on August 5 when the fish kill occurred were negative.

Low oxygen readings taken from certain areas of the pond combined 
with its brilliant green color renders it more probable than not that an algae 
bloom cause the fish kill.

(21) Himalaya Canal a/k/a Martel Canal
LDAF investigated a fish kill on the Himalaya Canal on August 6, in 

Assumption Parish. The canal drains nearby sugarcane fields, cypress swamps 
and the Supreme Sugar Refinery discharge water. LDAF confirmed the fish kill 
and found the water to be almost black in color and possessed a strong odor. 
Dissolved oxygen readings by DEQ were uniformly low, 0.2 to a high of 3.5 near 
Lake Veret. Water samples also showed positive traces of Azinphos-Methyl 
5-12.9 ppb.

A review of aerial applicator records revealed that Azinphos-Methyl 
had been applied to area sugarcane fields, but no irregularities were 
identified. LDAF concluded that this fish kill was a result of low dissolved 
oxygen and the presence of Azinphos-Methyl.

(22) Bayou Blue
DEQ reported a fish kill occurring in the Bayou Blue in Terrebonne 

Parish on August 7. The bayou lies near sugarcane fields and contains 
substantial water hyacinth growth. Water samples were positive for 
Azinphos-Methyl at 1.26 and 1.03 ppb. Climatological records recorded 
rainfall of .17 inches on August 6 and .21 inches on August 7.



A review of aerial applicators who serviced area sugarcane fields 
demonstrated no abnormalities. LDAF concluded that this fish kill was a 
result of low dissolved oxygen and the presence of Azinphos-Methyl.

(23) Lake Martin
On August 8, LDAF investigated a fish kill as reported by DEQ. The 

kill occurred on Lake Martin, in St. Martin Parish. DEQ obtained intolerable 
levels of dissolved oxygen reading 0.5 to 1.1 and concluded that it resulted 
from a prior algae bloom. Water samples were negative for Azinphos-Methyl and 
Asana. LOAF concluded that this fish kill was caused by dissolved oxygen.

(24) Bayou Black
DEQ received a report of a fish kill on Bayou Black in Terrebonne 

Parish on August 13, when LDAF began its investigation. Bayou Black is 
parallel to Highway 90 and sugarcane fields.

A witness to the fish kill indicated he saw fish jumping and swimming 
to the surface before dying. Another witness expressed frustration when his 
attempts to report the kill to LDAF did not receive a prompt response.

LDAF confirmed that a fish kill occurred over a three mile stretch to 
the waterway. During the investigation both live and dead fish were seen. 
Two of four water samples were positive for Azi nphos-Methyl, 1.5 and .9 ppb, 
but low dissolved oxygen reading were also obtained 1.1-3.9 ppb.

Applicator records indicated that there were no applications of 
Azinphos-Methyl on area sugarcane for two weeks prior to this kill. Despite 
the presence of some traced of Azinphos-Methyl in the water samples, the 
weight of the investigative finding point to dissolved oxygen as the primary 
cause of the fish kill. Additionally, LDAP's investigation failed to identify 
any pesticide use violations.

(25) Bayou Junction
On August 13, LOAF investigated a fish kill on Bayou Junction in St. 

Martin Parish. The bayou splits a heavily wooded area and there are no 
agricultural activities near the kill site. Water samples were negative for 
Azinphos-Methyl. Dissolved oxygen readings taken by DEQ ware low. LDAF 
concluded that kill was a result of low dissolved oxygen.

(26) Bayou Brusly a/k/a Williams Drainage Canal
A witness reported a fish kill on Bayou Brusly in Assumption Parish 

on August 15. The witness began seeing fish die on August 12. Dissolved 
oxygen readings taken by DEQ demonstrated a range from 3.0-.2. Water samples 
were positive for Azinphos-Methyl at 2.5 and 4.1 ppb.

A records inspection showed that seventy-five gallons of 
Azi nphos-Methyl was applied to 202 acres of nearby sugarcane on August 10, but 
no irregularities or pesticide use violations were identified. LDAF concluded 
that kill was a result of low dissolved oxygen and the presence of 
Azi nphos-Methyl.



Climatological records recorded .24 inches of rain falling on August 
11 and .03 inches of rain on August 12.

(27) Quintana Canal
LDAF investigated a fish kill on Quintana Canal in St. Mary Parish on 

August 15. Sugarcane fields periodically line the bayou. The bayou flow in a 
southerly direction.

LDAF inspectors confirmed the fish kill and water samples showed 
positive signs of Azinphos-Methyl at 8.2, 6.57 ppb. Dissolved oxygen readings 
appeared to be low, hut within a tolerable range.

Records of aerial applicators who serviced area fields revealed that 
a two hundred acre field which is north of the kill site was sprayed with 
Azinphos-Methyl on August 12. Climatological records indicate .19 inches of 
rainfall fell on August 12 and 1.1 inches on August 14. LDAF attributes this 
fish kill to the presence of Azinphos-Methyl.

Witnesses could describe no pesticide use violations and aerial 
applicator records revealed no abnormalities.

(28) Loureduville Canal, Lake Fausse Point
LOAF investigated a fish kill which occurred in an unnamed waterway 

south of the Loureauville Canal off of Lake Fausse Point in Iberia Parish on 
August 16. The waterway drains a large area of sugarcane, rice fields and 
crawfish ponds into the lake. Thick aquatic vegetation overlaying the canal 
renders water travel virtually impassable.

Dissolved oxygen readings taken by DEQ were in a range of 3.9-4.6. 
Water samples demonstrated positive signs of Azinphos-Methyl at 16.8, 40.00 
ppb. Climatological records reported rain fall of .65 inches on August 15. 
LDAF concluded that this fish kill is clearly a result of the presence of 
Azinphos-Methyl.

(29) Ouachita River
On August 19, U. S. Wildlife and Fisheries Service reported a fish 

kill on the upper Ouachita River near the Georgia Pacific Wildlife Management 
area. LDAF investigated and determined the origin of the kill site to be in 
the area of two large pumps contained 43 inch intake valves and were pumping 
excess water from the fields into the Ouachita River. The dead fish appeared 
to be damaged in various degrees.

LDAF and LDWF concluded that the kill occurred as fish were pulled 
through the pump.

(30) Port of Iberia #2
LDAF investigated a second fish kill in the Port of Iberia on August 

26. Dissolved oxygen readings were at low range 1.1-2.3 and water samples 
were negative for either Azinphos-Methyl or Asana. LDAF concluded that this 
fish kill resulted from low dissolved oxygen.



Anticipated Enforcement Action: None. Investigative finding point
to dissolved oxygen being the cause for the kill.

(31) Company Canal
DEQ reported kill to LDAF on September 19. Witnesses claimed fish 

kill occurred on September 19, hut kill apparently occurred days before.
The canal links Bayou Lafourche to the Intercoastal Waterway and 

connects with Lake Fields. It is greatly susceptible to tidal movement.
Dissolved oxygen readings obtained by DEQ demonstrated intolerable 

levels in the canal. DEQ and LDAF concluded that algae bloom in the canal 
after an influx of lake water caused the kill.

(32) Cane River
A massive fish kill was reported by the Cane River Waterway 

Commission of September 21. LOAF, DEQ and LDWF jointly investigated the 
kill. The agencies concluded that excessively low dissolved oxygen levels due 
to a lake turnover with the passage of a weather cold front caused the fish 
kill.



O
 L

O
A
F
 

(
D
a
t
e
 r

e
p
o
r
t
e
d
 t
o
 D

E
Q
)
 

p
a
g
e
 
1

B
>

iy
o

v
 r/G

fl£

§
O
c

8

P
E

T
IT

E
 A

N
S

E

B
O

S
T

O
N

 C
A

N
A

L

B
A

Y
O

U
 PA

 T
O

U
T

1
!

P
O

R
T

 IB
E

R
IA

 1

W
H

IT
E

 C
A

S
T

L
E

P>
E
3
c
a?
o
z
m

1
2
g
r

B
A

Y
O

U
 J

A
C

K

S
IT

E
S

s
3
s

-*Lh

§
ta

2«* 3

i

s
1

s
1

3 2 s
1

3

I

3

:
a

D
A

T
E

R
E

P
O

R
T

E
D

*

3
f»
3
to

3th -A
3 3 3 3 3

z
o
5

D
A

T
E

S
A

M
P

L
E

D

M «A «A -A -A -A ■A -A to to o

T
O

T
A

L

S
A

M
P

L
E

S

i
-*

§a
«4
<©.

a

-*
0)

Ul
»A

z
m
p 1

H
5

z
p 1«4

u
0>

to«A

8
p
o

A
Z

IN
P

H
O

S
 

M
E

T
H

Y
L

 (p
p

b
)

i
3

1

«*s
K4to

sA

3S
S
g

eto

5Sto
J9

§

1

—As
to

34k

3
1

3S
toto
a-44k
eo>

■3
p>
to
8
S
§o

2
P>•Atofletos
§

3

S

I
3
So
to
8
$?
34k

is
y

| 2.7(7/17)

Ul
*N

tn

to2b  —>
3-A

A
s
to

I
P»0

1
P
V i

40 —>1
N
E
b

I
~A
b
to
In

I
p
%
4k —>
5

tn
bCO

a %
4k2
ci

D
IS

S
O

L
V

E
D

 

OXYGEN (p
p

m
)

C O V )

m .
S = £

111;==.

: -
m

?4;
S '

>g5sy5st



p
a
g
e 2

B
A

Y
O

U
 B

L
U

E

H
IM

A
L

A
Y

IA

T
 M

A
R

R
IN

G

L
D

. A
L

E
M

A
N

D
S

C
R

E
W

 L
A

K
E

B
. P

O
R

T
A

G
E

P
E

T
IT

E
 C

A
IL

L
O

U

JO
E

'S
 B

A
Y

O
U

B
L

IN
D

 R
IV

E
R

2

B
. M

A
C

O
N

B
. D

U
L

A
R

G
E

SIT
E

S

8
/7 9

/8

8
/5

8
/2

8
/2 03

•a
00
- *

7
/3

7

7
/2

9

7
/2

2

7
/2

0

D
A

T
E

R
E

P
O

R
T

E
D

8
/7

8
/6

8
/5

N
O

N
E

8
/2

N
O

N
E

8
/2

7
/3

7

N
K)
CO

7
/2

2
N
ho
o

2 2
? 3r*s

to IV)
N

O
N

E

N
O

N
E

—1 CO o> ho

r
o

m
S

A
M

P
L

E
S

1
.2

6
, 

1.03

3 
N

E
G

.,5
.0

9

N
.A

.

N
E

G
.

•11

CO
bi

N
.A

. 1
P>
»

NUi

N
.A

.

N
E

G
.

A
Z

IN
P

H
O

S 
M

E
T

H
Y

L
 (ppb)

S
/74&

29

9
/4 N

ho
CO

! 7
/2

9

ii
l11

o
rxa•
CO
bi-"S
CO
O)

0
.1

5
-5

.5
(8

/5
)

C4
b

CD
P
0

1

1
.7

-2
.8

 (8
/2

)

Ol

5=
CD
O
5

CO
b>

0
.7

-8
.3

 (7
/3

7
;

p
b)•■*a
co

N
N)
5

4
.3

-1
1

.2
(7

/2
2

)

!

i 
D

IS
S

O
L

V
E

D
 

O
X

Y
G

E
N

 (p
p

m
)



p
ag

es

C
A

N
E

 R
IV

E
R

C
O

M
P

A
N

Y
 C

A
L

P
O

R
T

 IB
E

R
IA

 2

O
U

A
C

H
IT

A
 R

IV
E

R

L
O

R
E

A
U

V
IL

L
E

Q
U

IN
T

A
N

A
 C

A
L

B
. B

R
U

S
L

E
Y

B
. JU

N
C

T
IO

N

B
A

Y
O

U
 B

L
A

C
K

L
A

K
E

 M
A

R
T

IN

S
IT

E
S

9
/2

7

9
/1

9

8
/2

6

8
/7

9

| 
8

/7
6

8
/1

5

8
/7

5

CO
*4
CO

8
/7

3

8
/8

D
A

T
E

R
E

P
O

R
T

E
D

9
/2

7

9
/7

9

8
/2

6

8
/1

9

8
/1

6

00
•4m

8
/7

5

8
/7

3

8
/1

3

8
/8

D
A

TE
SA

M
P

L
E

D

N) t\3 to to to to to -u to

TO
TA

L
SA

M
P

L
E

S

N
E

G
.

N
E

G
.

N
E

G
.

N
E

G
.

7
6

.8
 &

 4
0

6
.5

 &
 6.3

4
.7

 &
 2

.5

N
E

G
.

F>s
i
p

N
E

G
.

A
Z

IN
P

H
O

S 
M

E
TH

YL (p
p

b
)

S3
*1

0
-1

0
 (9

/2
7

)

1
.5

-3
.5

(9
/1

9
)

1
.1

-2
.3

(8
/2

6
)

2
.7

-5
.9

(8
/1

9
)

3
.0

-6
.0

(8
/1

6
)

3
.6

 (8
/1

6
)

0
.2

-3
.0

(8
/1

5
)

•11l1I

0
.3

-3
.9

(8
/1

3
)

0.1
-0

.5
(8

1
8

)

JD
/SSO

L
V

E
D

 
O

X
Y

G
E

N
 (p

p
m

)

mm



ENFORCEMENT ACTION

In addition to investigations as to the cause of the fish kills, the * 
Louisiana Department of Agriculture and Forestry also has the responsibility 
to investigate the circumstances of the fish kills with regard to possible 
related pesticide use violations.

Over a three month period of time, the Department of Agriculture and 
Forestry responded to and investigated thirty-two fish kills which occurred 
in sixteen parishes throughout Louisiana. Arising out of these 
investigations and other collateral monitoring, the Department of 
Agriculture and Forestry took the following enforcement actions:

* Suspended the sale, use, and application of the pesticide
azinphos-methyl on sugarcane.

* Issued fifty-three Stop Orders.
* Suspended three aerial applicator certifications.
* Issued three Protective Orders.
* Supervised the clean-up of two pesticide spills.
* Have currently identified twenty-two Instances of pesticide use

violations for additional enforcement action.
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1991 FISH KILL
STRATEGY PLAN



BLUE RIBBON" PANEL

Panel formed by Commissioner Odom on July 25, 1991

The commissioner wanted an Independent group of scientists to 
objectively analyze the empirical data in order to arrive at conclusions in 
regards to the causes of the fish kills, and to make recommendations to the 
Department of Agriculture and Forestry regarding means and methods In 
responding to fish kills.

Make-up of Panel
Tulane Department of Environmental Sciences (Dr. Assaf Abdelghani)
USDA, Soil Conservation Services (Mr. Kent Milton)
Louisiana Department of Health and Hospitals (Dr Raoul Retard)
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Services (Mr. Paul Conzelmann)
LSI! Cooperative Extension Service (Dr. Dale Pol let)
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries (Mr. Gary Tilyou)

The panel defined their mission as consisting of the following objectives:
1) Assessment of available data.
2) Evaluation of the sampling program.
3) Attempt to identify the causes of the fish kills.
4) Writing recommendations.
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WATER MONITORING 
FOR

PESTICIDES



Water Monitoring for Pesticides

Introduction
In order to effectively monitor for the presence of pesticides in the 
waters of the state, a network of forty-five (45) stations will be 
established. A summary of the locations, site selection criteria, 
monitoring parameters and sampling schedules for the network'is given In 
the following discussion.
Site Selection
Agricultural land use by major crops (cotton, soybean, rice and 
sugarcane) is shown in Figure 1. The agricultural land use data and 
drainage patterns were of paramount importance in selecting the location 
of the monitoring sites. As can be seen in the map, the major cropping 
areas are associated with the alluvial soils of the Red, Mississippi, 
Teche, Calcasieu, Mermentau, Vermilion Rivers and the prairie soils of 
Southwest Louisiana. A majority of the sampling stations are located on 
tributaries to the major rivers that drain the row crop areas of the 
state.
After review of the agricultural land use in the state and the drainage 
basins in those areas, it was determined to establish forty-five (45) 
permanent stations in Louisiana to monitor for the presence of pesticides 
in the surface waters. Sampling stations will be established at 
locations that will most effectively detect any pesticides movement from 
areas where they were applied.
The stations selected are shown in Figure 2 and the site data for each is 
given by Parish in Table 1. Prior to the initial sampling of the sites, 
these will be coordinated with other agencies involved in water sampling 
such as DEQ, USGS and others.
Sampling Schedule
The following sampling schedule will apply to the sites. Samples will be 
taken within a five day period of the scheduled date as given below.

February 15, 1992 (Pre-cropping baseline sample)
May 15, 1992 
June 15, 1992 
July 15, 1992 
August 15, 1992 
September 15, 1992 

Total samples per site = 6



Analytical Parameters
The pesticides to be monitored in any given area are determined by the 
types of crops grown. Since the purpose of the monitoring network is to 
detect any pesticides used, the analytical parameters for the stations 
will be determined by the major crops grown in the area and the most used 
pesticides on those crops. Data in Table 2 indicates the most used 
pesticides on each of the major crops. In cases where there are two 
major crops in the vicinity, such as soybeans and cotton, parameters for 
both will be used in the analysis. In addition to this, the initial 
pre-cropping sample will be run for the entire spectrum of pesticides. 
Should any be deleted, continued analytical work for those will be 
undertaken.
Follow-up
Figure 4 indicates actions to be taken as follow-up depending on the 
sampling results.



FIGURE 1

LOUISIANA AGRICULTURAL LANDUSE MAP
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FIGURE 2 - PESTICIDE WATER MONITORING SITES
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Table 1 - Pesticide Water Monitoring Sites

Parish Location
Acadia
Acadia/Jeff Davis
Acadia/Vermilion
Allen
Avoyelles
Bossier
CaddoCalcasieu
Concordia
Catahoula
DeSoto
East Carroll/West Carroll
Evangeline
Evangeline/Acadia
FranklinIberia
Iberville
Iberville
Iberville/Assumption 
Jeff Davis 
Jeff Davis Lafourche 
LafourcheLivingston/Tangipahoa
Madison
Morehouse/West Carroll
Natchitoches
Natchitoches
Pointe Coupee
Rapides
Rapides
Richland
St. Landry
St. Landry
St. Landry/Rapides
St. Martin
St. Martin
St. Martin
St. Martin
Tangipahoa
Tensas
Terrebonne
Vermilion

Bayou PTaquemine 
Mermenteu River 
Vermilion River 
Calcasieu River 
Little River 
Red Chute Bayou 
Black Bayou 
Houston River 
Cross Bayou 
Bayou Louis 
Bayou Pierre 
Bayou Macon 
Boggy Bayou 
Bayou des Cannes 
Deer Creek 
Bayou Teche 
Bayou Grosse Tete 
Bayou Tigre 
Grand Bayou 
Bayou Lacassine 
Bayou Lacassine 
Bayou Lafourche 
Bayou Lafourche 
Natalbany River 
Tensas River 
Boeuf River 
Bayou Pierre 
Cane River 
Bayou Grosse Tete 
Bayou Rigolette 
Chat!in Lake Canal 
Bee Bayou 
Bayou Carron Bayou Courtableu 
Spring Bayou 
Bayou Cypremort 
Bayou Portage 
Bayou Teche 
Bayou Tortue 
Tangipahoa River 
Lake Bruin 
Bayou Terrebonne 
Bayou Que de Tortue



Table 2 - Analytical Parameters

Crop Pesticide
Sugarcane Azinphos methyl

Asana
Treflan
Sencor, Lexone
Sinbar
Asulox

Rice Furadan
Methyl Parathion
Stam/Stampede
Ordram
Bolero
2-4D

Cotton Karate, Baythroid, Asana
Methyl Parathion
Temik
Curacron
Bidrin
Monitor
Treflan
Prowl
Zorial
Cotoran
Arsonate/Bueno
Fusilade
Poast

Soybeans Ambush, Pounce
LannateLarvin
Methyl Parathion
Dual
Lasso
Sencor, Lexone
Goal
Command



Sugarcane Monitoring Network

In August of 1991 an extensive monitoring network for pesticides was 
established in the sugarcane areas of the state. Figure 3 shows the 
sampling sites utilized in this program and these same sites will 
continue to be utilized for the coming season.
A summary of this program is as follows:
Site Selection: Forty-three (43) sites as shown in Figure 3. These 
sites represent all the major drainage areas In the sugarcane production 
areas in Louisiana.
Sampling Schedule: Samples will be collected on a biweekly schedule from
June 1 through September 15. A total of eight samples per station will 
be analyzed.
Analytical Parameters: Samples will be analyzed for the pesticides
asana,^azinphos-methyl and any others as applicable that may be used on 
the cane during the season.
Follow-up
Figure 4 indicates actions to be taken as follow-up depending on the 
sampling results.
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RESOLUTION

LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION 

December 9, 1991 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana

WHEREAS, R.S. 56:497 provides the open shrimp seasons for all or part 

or the state waters shall be fixed by the Commission, and

WHEREAS, R.S. 56:497 provides the Commission shall have the authority 

to set special shrimp seasons for all or part of the state 

waters and,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the shrimp season in the portion of Louisiana 

offshore territorial waters from the Mississippi state line to 

South Pass of the Mississippi River, and in the portion of 

Louisiana offshore territorial waters from the eastern shore 

of Whiskey Pass in Terrebonne Parish to the western shore of 

Vermilion Bay will close on 12:01 a.m. January 1, 1992 and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Secretary of the Department is authorized 

to close the offshore shrimp season in part or all of those 

parts of the State territorial waters in Zones II and III 

remaining open, if enforcement problems arise or if biological 

data indicates the need to do so, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Secretary of the Department is authorized 

to set special pink shrimp seasons or special white shrimp 

seasons if technical data indicates sufficient quantities of 

marketable shrimp are available.

Jimmy Jenkins, 
Chairman

A. Kell Mclnnis III, 
Acting Secretary



Declaration of Emergency 
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission

In accordance with the emergency provisions of R.S. 49:953(B) 
of the Administrative Procedures Act, R.S. 49:967 which allows the 
Commission to use emergency procedures to set shrimp seasons, and 
R.S. 56:497, the Wildlife and Fisheries Commission adopts the 
following rule relative to shrimp seasons:

RULE

The shrimp season in the portion of Louisiana offshore 
territorial waters from the Mississippi state line to South Pass of 
the Mississippi River, and in the portion of Louisiana offshore 
territorial waters from the eastern shore of Whiskey Pass in 
Terrebonne Parish to the western shore of Vermilion Bay will close 
on 12:01 a.m. January 1, 1992 and

The Secretary of the Department is authorized to close the 
offshore shrimp season in part or all of those parts of the State 
territorial waters in Zones II and III remaining open, if 
enforcement problems arise or if biological data indicates the need 
to do so, and

The Secretary of the Department is authorized to set special 
pink shrimp seasons or special white shrimp seasons if technical 
data indicates sufficient quantities of marketable shrimp are 
available.

James A. Jenkins, 
Chairman
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@  $ C l- 'Xdoô -SLuixJL ............. .................... -......... (50*4)39 to &W&4
(4) J^ju^unD  X ta ^ fio d  ............... ................  ( 5 c h)  3cUp-BM55
(5) 'X onrvcX ...jX&aULood ........................................ (504> 390-^ 440
©  (B a llo )  x X m lO o d ............................  ........(50<4>
6 )  ^ v A ^ T C d i xXtoJ^-cd...................................... © o o )  3 1  (f-9%%

„p) .R)ueJruuGm.. ^  .................. ................. Id o l)  3°15-<5i5(£6

t (̂ C©U.;;

(T). . .. Co^Lltcvd. _.^XUxj^ocd  ..................... ( to o )  ©1%1 -ZZ4<4
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NOTICE OF INTENT
Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 

Wildlife and Fisheries Commission 

The Louisiana Wildlife and Fisheries Commission hereby expresses 

its intent to amend and adopt rules and regulations pertaining to 

seismic operations and the use of airgun surveys on designated red 

lined oyster grounds belonging to the state of Louisiana.

TITLE 76

WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

PART I. WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION AND

AGENCIES THEREUNDER 

Chapter 3. Special Powers and Duties

Subchapter A. Seismic Exploration 

301. Regulation

The proposed amendment is as follows:

AG. Seismic operators making application to work on any 

designated red lined oyster seed ground belonging to the state of 

Louisiana will be required to pay the following fees in addition to 
the supervisory fees: $100 per drilled shot hole or $1000 per

linear mile, whichever is greater, for reflective or refractive 

cable. For airguns only, the following fees apply: $1000 per

linear mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet;

$ 400 per linear mile in water depths greater than five feet and 

less than or equal to 10 feet deep; $ 200 per linear mile in water 

depths greater than 10 feet; OR, for 3D airgun surveys: $ 25000

per square mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet;

v.



$ 10000 per square mile in water depths greater than five feet and 

less than or equal to 10 feet deep; $ 5000 per square mile in 

water depths greater than 10 feet.

All of these fees are to be paid in advance. All fees will be 

reviewed each January.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 30:214 and
R.S. 36: 609.

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, LR 4:300 (August 
1978), amended LR 10:410 (May 1984), LR 13:115 (February 1987), 
amended LR 18: (1992).

Interested persons may submit written comments on the proposed 
rule to the following address before February 14, 1992: Karen 
Foote, Administrator, Fisheries Research Division, Department of 
Wildlife and Fisheries, Box 98000, Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000.

James H. Jenkins, Jr. 
Chairman



RULE
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 

WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

TITLE 76

WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

PART I. WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION AND

AGENCIES THEREUNDER 

Chapter 3. Special Powers and Duties

Subchapter A. Seismic Exploration 

301. Regulation

The proposed amendment is as follows:

AG. Seismic operators making application to work on any 

designated red lined oyster seed ground belonging to the state of 

Louisiana will be required to pay the following fees in addition to 

the supervisory fees: $100 per drilled shot hole or $1000 per

linear mile, whichever is greater, for reflective or refractive 

cable. For airguns only, the following fees apply: $1000 per

linear mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet;

$ 400 per linear mile in water depths greater than five feet and 

less than or equal to 10 feet deep; $ 200 per linear mile in water 

depths greater than 10 feet; OR, for 3D airgun surveys: $25000

per square mile in water depths less than or equal to five feet; 

$ 10000 per square mile in water depths greater than five feet and 

less than or equal to 10 feet deep; $ 5000 per square mile in 

water depths greater than 10 feet.

All of these fees are to be paid in advance. All fees will be



reviewed each January.

AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 30:214 and
R.S. 36: 609.

HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Fisheries Commission, LR 4:300 (August 
1978), amended LR 10:410 (May 1984), LR 13:115 (February 1987), 
amended LR 18: ( 1992).

James H.Jenkins, Jr. 
Chairman



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

Person 
Preparing 
Statement: Bettsle Baker Dept: Wildlife and Fisheries

Phone: 765-2860 Office: Secretary

Return 
Address: P.O. Box 98000

Rule
Title: Aireun fee schedule for seismic

Baton Rouee. LA exploration in ovster red line area

70898-9000
Date Rule 
Takes Effect:

SUMMARY
(Use complete sentences)

In accordance with Section 953 of Title 49 of the Louisiana Revised Statutes, there is 
hereby submitted a fiscal and economic impact statement on the rule proposed for adoption, 
repeal or amendment. The following summary statements, based on the attached worksheets, 
will be published in the Louisiana Register with the proposed agency rule.

I. ESTIMATED IMPLEMENTATION COSTS (SAVINGS) TO STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS 
(Summary)
There will be no new costs to state or local governmental units v All activities 
will be maintained by the existing Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
staff.

II. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS 
(Summary)
The proposed rule will have a slight positive impact on revenue collections of state 
or local governments. The proposed rates are in addition to the existing dynamite 
rates and are created to provide comparability for this alternative seismic energy 
source. The result is that revenues from dynamite activity will decrease, while 
revenues from airgun activity will increase. It is expected that new 2D airgun 
revenue will closely approximate that revenue given up from dynamite sesmic 
activity; thus resulting in no impact to revenue. However; we expect only (1 or 2) 
(one or two) 3D surveys in the oyster red line per year which will result in 
increased revenue of approximately $100,000 per year based on the proposed rate 
schedule.

III. ESTIMATED COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS OR NON­
GOVERNMENTAL GROUPS (Summary)
The proposed rates establish fees to be charged for airgun seismic activity rather 
than the existing dynamite fee schedule currently used which is uneconomic for air 
gun use. These 2D airgun rates are based on comparable to the existing dynamite 
rates, the 3D rates are slightly higher than the dynamite rate, which if not put in 
place would result in non participation by the industry. Thus, the rates provide 
a substitution rate for this alternative technology.

IV. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT (Summary)
There should be a slight positive impact on competition or employment, this simply 
substitutes 2D airgun use for dynamite use for seismic energy sources and provides 
comparable rates while providing a new rate scedule for 3D rates. 3D Seismic 
activity will result in enhanced information over 2D surveys. It is expected that 
the improved information will result in enhanced exploration and recovery of mineral 
resources, thus enhancing employment levels modestly. This impact is impossible to 
predict or estimate since it is still relatively experimental.

ignature/of Agency Head or Designee LEGISLATIVE FISCAL OFFICER OR 
DESIGNEE

Typed Name and Title of Agency Head7 or Designee

/ f f /
Date of Signature Date of Signature



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

The following information is required in order to assist the Legislative Fiscal Office in 
its review of the fiscal and economic impact statement and to assist the appropriate 
legislative oversight subcommittee in its deliberations on the proposed rule.

A. Provide a brief summary of the content of the rule (if proposed for adoption, 
or repeal) or a brief summary of the change in the rule (if proposed for 
amendment). Attach a copy of the notice of intent and a copy of the rule 
proposed for initial adoption or repeal (or, in the case of the rule change, 
copies of both the current and proposed rules with amended portions 
indicated).

The rules provide an alternative fee schedule for the use of 2D and 3D airgun 
energy sources for seismic activity.

B . Summarize the circumstances which require this action. If the action is 
required by federal regulations, attach a copy of the applicable regulation.

Airguns, as a source of energy for seismic activity are becoming the industry 
standard, thus rates must be established to reflect this technological change. 
The rate schedule incorporates both 2D and 3D seismic rates.

C. Compliance with Act 11 of the 1986 First Extraordinary Session
(1) Will the proposed rule change result in any increase in expenditure of 

funds? If so, specify amount and source of funding.

The rule will not result in any increase of expenditure of funds.

(2) If the answer to (1) above is yes, has the Legislature specifically 
appropriated the funds necessary for the associated expenditure 
increase?

(a) _________  Yes. If yes, attach documentation.
(b) _________  No. If no, provide justification as to why this rule

change should be published at this time.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
WORKSHEET

I. A. COSTS OR SAVINGS TO STATE AGENCIES RESULTING FROM THE ACTION PROPOSED

1. What is the anticipated increase (decrease) in costs to implement the proposed 
action?

There will be no increase in costs to implement the proposed rules.

COSTS FY 91-92 FY 92- 93 FY 93-94
PERSONAL SERVICES - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
OPERATING EXPENSES - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
OTHER CHARGES - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
EQUIPMENT . 0 - - 0 _ - 0 -

TOTAL 0 - - 0 - 0 -
MAJOR REPAIRS AND CONSTR . 0 - - 0 - 0 -

POSITIONS (#> 0 - - 0 - 0 -

2. Provide a narrative explanation of the costs or savings showing in "A.1.", 
including the increase or reduction in workload or additional paperwork 
(number on new forms, additional documentation, etc.) anticipated as a result 
of the implementation of the proposed action. Describe all data, assumptions, 
and methods used in calculating these costs.

There are no costs or savings, this is simply a parallel fee schedule.

3. Sources of funding for implementing the proposed rule or change.

SOURCE FY 91-92 FY 92-93 FY 93-94
STATE GENERAL FUND - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
AGENCY SELF-GENERATED - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
DEDICATED* - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
FEDERAL FUNDS - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
OTHER fSoecify) - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

TOTAL - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
* Conservation Fund

4. Does your
action? 3

agency currently have 
[f not, how and when do

sufficient funds to implement 
you anticipate obtaining such

the proposed 
funds?

Since there are no costs associated with this rule, the department can 
implement these changes.

B. COSTS OR SAVINGS TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS RESULTING FROM THE ACTION 
PROPOSED.

1. Provide an estimate of the anticipated impact of the proposed action on local 
governmental units, including adjustments in workload and paperwork 
requirements. Describe all data, assumptions and methods used in calculating 
this impact.

The proposed rule change will have no impact on the workload of local 
governmental units.

2. Indicate the sources of funding of the local governmental units which will be 
affected by these costs or savings.

Since there are no impacts to local governmental units no funds are required.



WORKSHEET

II. EFFECT OF REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS

FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR ADMINISTRATION RULES

A. What Increase (decrease) in revenues can be anticipated from the proposed 
action?

REVENUE INCREASE/DECREASE FY 91-92 FY 92-93 FY 93-94

STATE GENERAL FUND - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

AGENCY SELF-GENERATED - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

RESTRICTED FUNDS* 100,000 100,000 100,000

FEDERAL FUNDS - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -

LOCAL FUNDS 100.000 100.000 100.000

TOTAL - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
* Specify the particular fund being impacted.

Conservation Fund

B. Provide a narrative explanation of each increase or decrease in revenues shown 
in "A." Describe all data, assumptions, and methods used in calculating these 
increases or decreases.

The impact to revenue is a result of 3D survey rates. It is expected that 1 
to 2 new surveys will be conducted per year, thus increasing revenue to the 

Department. The 2D rates; however, are simply a substitution for the existing 
dynamite rate. Since these 2D rates are parallel rates to the dynamite fee 
schedule, there will be no impacts on revenue or collections to local 
governmental units as a result of 2D rates.



FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES 

WORKSHEET

III. COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONNEL OR NONGOVERNMENTAL 
GROUPS

A. What persons or non-governmental groups would be directly affected by the 
proposed action? For each, provide an estimate and a narrative description 
of any effect on costs, including workload adjustments and additional 
paperwork (number of new forms, additional documentation, etc.), they may have 
to incur as a result of the proposed action.

Individuals involved in seismic exploration are the parties affected; however, 
there is only modest cost to them as a result of this change, since these 
rates are designed to parallel existing rates for dynamite, yet substituting 
the airgun energy source and appropriate linear measurements.

The increase in cost is the result of new surveys being conducted since the 
activity is only allowed currently under a disadvantageous rate.

B . Also provide an estimate and a narrative description of any impact on receipts 
and/or income resulting from this rule or rule change to these groups.

The impact to seismic companies/oil companies is the promise of enhanced 
mineral revenue as a result of better seismic data; however, these impacts are 
in the future and impossible to predict.

IV. EFFECTS ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT

Identify and provide estimates of the impact of the proposed action on competition 
and employment in the public and private sectors. Include a summary of any data, 
assumptions and methods used in making these estimates.

The impact on competition and employment is to keep employment in that sector stable 
as a result of implementing new techniques to provide their services.
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ENFORCEMENT CASE REPORT-NOVEMBER 1991

TOTAL CASES-215 ENFORCEMENT 197

Ol HER -18

4-Boating

3- Angling W /0 A License

1-Fish W/O Resident Pole Lie.

12-Hunting W/O Resident Lie.

4- Hunting W/O Non-Resident Lie.

25-Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft 

3-Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

3-Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours

14-Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

3- Hunt MGB W/O State Stamp 

14-Hunt W/O Resident Big Game Lie.

4- Hunt W/O Non-Resident Big Game Lie.

1- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Closed Season 

22-Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Blegal Hours

10-Hunt Or Take Deer From Public Road 

8-Hunt Or Take Illegal Deer Open Season

2- Possess Over Limit Of Deer Or Bear

1- Possession Of Illegally Taken Deer Or Bear

2- Possession Of Untagged Deer Or Bear 

8-Fail To Wear Hunters Orange

2-Take Non-Game Quadrupeds C/S

1-Hunting Ducks Or Geese W/O Federal Stamp

1-Hunting MGB From Moving Motorboat

REGION I



Page (2)

REGION I  CONTT>.

1-Taking Herons-No Season 

32-Not Abiding By Rules And Regs. On WMA

1-Aggravated Assault On An Officer

1-Possession Of Illegal Type Firearm 

4-Criminal Trespass

1- Operating Vehicle While Intoxicated

2- Illegal Spotlighting From Public Road

1-Littering

10-Operate ATV Vehicle On Public Road 

4-Flight From An Officer

1-Reckless Operation Of A Vehicle 

CONFISCATIONS:

22 guns, 9 deer, 1 widgeon, 1 woodduck, 1-1987 Ford Mustang, 1-1986 Cutlass, 2 bobcats, 1 blue heron, 4 

spotlights, 2 bags of deer meat.

REGION 2

TOTAL CASES-164 ENFORCEMENT 164

OTHER - Q

10-Boating

1- Angling W/O A Lie.

2- Fish W/O Resident Pole Lie.

13-Hunting W/O Resident Lie.

1- Hunting W/O Non-Res. Lie.

2- Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft 

4-Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

1-Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours



Page (3)

REGION 2 CONTT).

3-Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way 

16-Hunt W/O Resident Big Game Lie.

1-Hunt W/O Non-Res. Big Game Lie.

3-Hunt Deer Closed Area

1-Running Deer Dogs During Still Hunt Season

3- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Illegal Hours

1- Hunt Or Take Deer From Public Road

2- Take Blegal Deer Open Season

1-Possession Of Blegally Taken Deer Or Bear

6- Fail To Wear Hunters Orange

1-Hunting With Unsigned Duck Stamp 

75-Not Abiding By Rules And Regs. On WMA

1- Resisting Arrest

7- Criminal Trespass

2- Opera ting Vehicle While Intoxicated

2-Blegal Spotlighting From Public Road

1-Littering

4- Other Than Wildlife And Fisheries

1-Trespass On Property After Forbidden 

1-Poss. Of Firearm Of Convicted Felon

CONFISCATIONS:

7 guns, 9 deer, 1 duck stamp, 54 crappie, 1 drivers license, 2 hunting license.



Page (4)

REGION 3

OTHER -38

7-Boating

3-Angling W/O a License

1-Use Illegal Length/Mesh Nels-Freshwater

3- Hunting W/O Resident Lie.

1- Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

2- Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

1 Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours

4- Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

4- Hunt MGB W/O State Stamp

1- Take And/Or Possess OIL, Of Squirrel

5- Hunt W/O Resident Big Game Lie.

2- Hunt W/O Non-Res. Big Game Lie.

3- Hunt Deer Closed Area

5- Running Deer Dogs During Still Hunt Season

1- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Closed Season

2- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Illegal Hours

2- Hunt Or Take Deer From Public Road 

7-Take Illegal Deer Open Season

I- Possession Of Illegally Taken Deer Or Bear 

29-Possession Of Untagged Deer Or Bear

6- Field Poss. Of Deer Meat W/O Tag

3- Fail To Maintain Sex Identification

II- Fail To Wear Hunters Orange

TOTAL CASES-183 ENFORCEMENT 145



Page (5)

REGION 3 CONTT).

2-Take Non-Game Quadrupeds Illegally

6-Hunting Dudes Or Geese W/O Federal Stamp

1- Hunting With Unsigned Duck Stamp 

6-Hunting MGB Illegal Hours

2- Hunting MGB With Illegal Firearm

10-Using Lead Shot In Area Designated As Steel Shot Only

4-Possess Over Limit Of Ducks

2- Hunting Woodcocks Closed Season 

36-Not Abiding By Rules And Regs. On WMA

1-Operating Vehide While Intoxicated 

1-Illegal Spotlighting From Public Road

1-Littering

1-Other Than Wildlife And Fisheries 

1-Poss. Of Firearm Of Convicted Felon

4-Operate ATV Vehide On Public Road

1- Driving Without Operators License 

CONFISCATIONS:

3 guns, 1 deer feeder, 3-2 1/2 inch gill nets, 1200 lbs. of deer meat, 4 deer, 1 squirrel, 2 foxes, 30 ducks. 

REGION4

TOTAL CASES-98 ENFORCEMENT-63

OTHER -35

4-Boating

3- Angling W/O A Lie.

2- Fish W/O Resident Pole Lie.

10-Hunting W/O Resident Lie.
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REGION 4 CONTT).

10-Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

2- Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours

3- Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

3-Hunt MGB W/O State Stamp

2- Hunt W/O Resident Big Game Lie.

3- Hunt Deer Closed Area

2- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Closed Season

3- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Illegal Hours

3-Hunt Or Take Deer From Public Road

3-Hunt Or Take Illegal Deer Open Season

1- Possession Of Illegally Taken Deer Or Bear

3- Hunt Raccoons Or Opossums Illegally

2- Hunting Ducks Or Geese W/O Federal Stamp

1- Hunting MGB With Unplugged Gun

4- Hunting MGB Blegal Hours

2- Using Lead Shot In Area Designated As Steel Shot Only

2- Hunting Ducks Closed Season

8-Possess Over Limit Of Ducks

18-Not Abiding By Rules And Regs. On WMA

1-Blegal Possession Of Drugs Or Marijuana

3- Operate ATV Vehicle On Public Road 

CONFISCATIONS:

30 ducks, 2 coons, 5 deer, 9 guns, 1 duck stamp, 1 marijuana cigarette.
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REGIONS

OTHER -23

10-Boating

8-AngHng W/O A Lie.

2-Poss. O/L Of Red Drum

5-Take Or Poss. Undersized Red Drum

4-Take Or Poss. Undersized Black Drum

2- Take Or Poss. O/L Black Drum

3- Take Or Sell Commercial Fish Or Bait Species W/O Comm. Lie.

3- Take Commercial Fish W/O Comm. Gear Lie.

4- Take Or Poss. Commercial Fish W/O Vessel Lie.

2-Leave Nets Unattended

2- Allow Another To Use Commercial License

4-Take/Possess Oysters W/O Oyster Harvester Lie.

1-Use Illegal Length/Mesh Nels-Freshwater

1- Failure To Mark/Tag Nets

3- Take Or Possess Undersize White Shrimp

2- Take Undersize Oysters From Natural Reef

1-Fail To Mark Oyster Lease While Harvesting

1- Failure To Tag Sacked Or Containerized Oysters

2- Harvest Oysters W/O Oyster Harvester License 

13-Hunting W/O Resident Lie.

1-Possess Wild Birds Or Wild Quadrupeds W/O A Lie.

10-Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

TOTAL CASES-243 ENFORCEMENT 220
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REGION S CONTT).

4- Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

9-Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours

9-Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

7-Hunt MGB W/O State Stamp

1- Hunt W/O Resident Big Game Lie.

2- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Illegal Hours

5- Field Poss. Of Deer Meat W/O Tag

5-Hunt Raccoons Or Opossums Illegally 

9-Hunting Ducks Or Geese W/O Federal Stamp

1- Hunting MGB With Unplugged Gun 

16-Hunting MGB Illegal Hours 

9-Possess Untagged MGB

2- Transport Completely Dressed MGB

1-Field Possession Of Freshly Killed MGB Closed Season

3- Wanton Waste Of MGB

12-Using Lead Shot In Area Designated As Steel Shot Only

1-Transport Illegally Taken MGB 

14-Possess Over Limit Of Ducks 

50-Not Abiding By Rules And Regs. On WMA 

1-Other Than Wildlife And Fisheries 

1-Criminal Mischief 

CONFISCATIONS:

75 ducks, 10 white fronted geese, 3 Canadian geese, 4 rabbits, 46 sacks of oysters, 2400 feet of gill net, 1,558 

lbs of shrimp sold for $395.40,34~red drum, 35 black drum, 2 deer, 7 guns, 1 squirrel, 1-11 feet of cast net.
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REGION 6

OTHER -10

28-Boating

13- Angling W/O A Lie.

3- Fish W/O Resident Pole Lie.

1-Not Abiding By Commission Rules And Regs.

l-Megal Shipping Of Commercial Fish Shipping Regs., Tags & Identification 

5 Possess Or Sell Undersized Crabs

14- Hunting W/O Resident Lie.

1-Possess Wild Birds Or Wild Quadrupeds W/O A Lie.

1-Hunting W/O Non-Resident Lie.

4- Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

7-Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours

4-Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Levee Road

1- Hunt MGB W/O State Stamp

2- Poss. Of Buckshot During Closed Deer Season

1- Hunt W/O Resident Big Game Lie.

2- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Illegal Hours 

1-Take Blegal Deer Open Season

1-Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear W/Blegal Weapon

1-Hunt/Trap On DMAP Lands W/O Permit From Owner/Lessee

1-Possess Quail Closed Season

1-Hunting Ducks Or Geese W/O Federal Stamp

1-Hunting MGB With Unplugged Gun

1-Hunting MGB Blegal Hours

TOTAL CASES-121 ENFORCEMENT-111
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REGION 6 CONTI).

2-Hunting MGB From Moving Motorboat

1- Field Possession Of Freshly Killed MGB Closed Season 

7-Using Lead Shot In Area Designated As Steel Shot Only

2- Hunting Coots Closed Season

2-Hunting Ducks Closed Season

2-Hunting Woodcocks Closed Season

7-Not Abiding By Rules And Regs. On WMA

1- Littering

2- Other Than Wildlife And Fisheries 

CONFISCATIONS:

5 coots, 2 scaups, 971 lbs. of crabs sold for $145.65, 6 ducks, 1 rabbit, 10 guns, 1 quail, 1 doe deer, 1 buck
\

deer, 1 woodduck, 1 Ford Pickup Truck, 1 hunting knife.

REGION?

TOTAL CASBS-238 ENFORCEMENT-238

OTHER CASES- 0

14-Boating
l „

11-Angling W/O A Lic^

4-Fish W/O Resident Pole Lie.

6-Sell And/Or Buy Fish W/O Wholesale/Retail Dealer’s Lie.

2-Fail To Maintain Records

1-Take Or Possess Undersize Commercial Fish

20-Hunting W/O Resident Lie.

4-Hunting W/O Non-Resident Lie. 

1-Bow Hunt W/O Bow Lie.

3-Failure To Abide By Commission Rules
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REGION 7 CONTT).

25-Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

4-Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

I- Buying And/Or Selling Wild Quadrupeds Or Wild Birds

II- Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours

11-Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

1- Possession Of Wild Quadrupeds Or Wild Birds W/O Permit

3- Hunt MGB W/O State Stamp

2- Poss. Of Buckshot During Closed Deer Season

4- Hunt W/O Resident Big Game Lie.

1-Hunt W/O Non-Resident Big Game Lie.

7-Running Deer Dogs During Still Hunt Season

1- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Closed Season

10-Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Illegal Hours

6-Hunt Deer Illegal Means During Bow Season 

14-Hunt Or Take Deer From Public Road

3- Take Illegal Deer Open Season

2- Possess Over Limit Of Deer Or Bear

4- Possession Of Illegally Taken Deer Or Bear

1-Field Poss. Of Deer Meat W/O Tag 

1-Fail To Maintain Sex Identification

3- Fail To Wear Hunters Orange

1- Take/Possess Spotted Fawn

3- Hunting Ducks Or Geese W/O Federal Stamp

2- Hunting With Unsigned Duck Stamp

4- Hunting MGB Illegal Hours
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REGION 7 CONTO.

4-Transport Completely Dressed MGB

10-Using Lead Shot In Area Designated As Steel Shot Only 

1-Pdssess Over Limit Of Coots

1- Hunting Ducks Closed Season

2- Possess Over Limit Of Ducks

3- Not Abiding By Rules And Regs. On WMA

2-Criminal Trespass On State Property

8-Criminal Trespass

6-Theft Of State Property

2-Littering

4- Other Than Wildlife And fisheries

1- Violation Of Probation Or License Revocation

2- Hlegal Use Of firearm 

1-Flight From An Officer

CONFISCATIONS:

21 guns, 1 bow, 13 deer, 1 rabbit, 8 woodducks, 50 ducks, 7 squirrels.

REGION 8

TOTAL CASES-356 ENFORCEMENT 292

21-Boating

47-Angling W/O A Lie.

11-Angling W/O Saltwater Lie.

4-Taking/Poss. Over Limit Or Undersized Freshwater Gamefish

7-Poss. O/L Of Red Drum 

24-Take Or Poss. Undersized Red Drum
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REGION 8 CONT'D.

3- Take Or Poss. Undersized Spotted Sea Trout

5-Take Or Poss. Undersized Black Drum

4- Poss. O/L Spotted Sea Trout 

23-Take Or Poss. O/L Black Drum

3-Not Abiding By Commission Rules-Finfish

3-Fail To Have Commercial Lie. In Poss.

8-Take Or Sell Commercial Fish Or Bait Species

3-Take Commercial Fish W/O Comm. Gear Lie.

5- Take Or Poss. Commercial Fish W/O Vessel Lie.

1-Fail To Maintain Records

5 Leave Nets Unattended

1- Blocking Passage Of Fish

2- Allow Another To Use Commercial License

3- Permit Unlicensed Person To Operate Commercial Vessel

3- Permit Unlicensed Person To Use Commercial Gear

4- Take/Possess Oysters W/O Oyster Harvester Lie.

3-Failure To Mark/Tag Nets

2-Take/Possess Undersized Black Drum Commercial

2- Transport W/O Required Lie.

7-Taking Oysters From Unapproved Area (Polluted)

6- UnlawfuIIy Take Oysters Off A Private Lease

7- Take Undersize Oysters From Natural Reef

3- Take Oysters Closed Season

1- Failure To Hold Oyster Tags For Sixty Days

2- Possession Of Untagged Oysters
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REGION 8 CO N TP.

1- Harvest Oysters W/O Oyster Harvester License

8- Hunting W/O Resident Lie.

6- Possess Wild Birds Or Wild Quadrupeds W/O A Lie.

4- Failure To Abide By Commission Rules

11-Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

3-Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

20-Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours

14-Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

2- Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Levee Road

9- Hunt MGB W/O State Stamp

1- Take Rabbits Illegal Methods

2- Fail To Wear Hunters Orange 

2-Hunt Raccoons Or Opossums Illegally 

2-Hunting Ducks Or Geese W/O Federal Stamp 

2-Field Possession Of Freshly Killed MGB Closed Season 

2-Transport Illegally Taken MGB

5- Hunting MGB With Unplugged Gun

1- Hunting MGB Illegal Hours

2- Hunting MGB From A Vehicle

7- Hunting MGB From Moving Motorboat

5-Wanton Waste OF MGB

9-Using Lead Shot In Area Designated As Steel Shot Only 

2-Transport Illegally Taken MGB
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REGION 8 C O N T P

4-Hunting Coots Closed Season

6- Hunting Ducks Closed Season

7- Possess Overlimit Of Ducks

1- Hunt MGB Without State Stamp

8- Not Abiding By Rules And Regs. On WMA

2- Criminal Trespass 

1-Littering

4-Other Than Wildlife And Fisheries

1- Criminal Trespass On Crawfish Ponds

4-Possess/Take Undersize Federal Controlled Fish

2- Driving Without Operators License 

1-Violation Of Mullet Regs.

CONFISCATIONS:

7 unattended gill nets at 2200 feet, 2-45 foot trawls, 3 oyster dredges, 2 licenses, 7 guns, 154 sacks of oysters, 

11 red drum, 260 pounds of crabs, 80 red drum, 151 speckled trout, 9 black drum, 71 black bass, 179 

crappie, 7 red snapper, 25 rabbits, 3 raccoons, 44 ducks, 1101 lbs. of shrimp and fish sold for $1,168.80. 

REGION 9

TOTAL CASES-374 ENFORCEMENT 353

OTHER CASES- 21

21-Boating

27-Angling W/O A Lie.

23-Angling W/O A Saltwater Lie.

2-Taking/Poss. Over Limit Or Undersized Freshwater Gamefish

12-Poss. O/L Of Red Drum
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REGION 9 CONTT).

42-Take Or Poss. Undersized Red Drum 

15-Take Or Poss. Undersized Spotted Sea Trout713-Take Or Poss. Undersized Black Drum
/

4- Foss. O/L Spotted Sea Trout 

2-Take Or Poss. O/L Black Drum

1-Take Or Poss. Commercial Fish W/O Vessel Lie.

1-Transport W/O Required Lie.

1- Take Or Poss. Undersize Commercial Fish

2- Blocking Passage Of Fish

1- Take/Possess Oysters W/O Oyster Harvester Lie.

3- Take Or Possess Undersize White Shrimp

5- UnlawfuIly Take Oysters From State Water Bottoms

5-Taking Oysters From Unapproved Area (Polluted)

5-Unlawfully Take Oysters Off A Private Lease 

18-Hunting W/O Resident Lie.
/ y/

2- Hunting W/O Non-Res. Lie.

13-Hunting From Moving Vehicle And/Or Aircraft

3- Hunting W/Unplugged Gun Or Silencer

15-Hunt Wild Quadrupeds And/Or Wild Birds Illegal Hours

2- Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Public Road Or Road Right-Of-Way

3- Hunt Or Discharge Firearm From Levee Road 

1-P0ss. Of Buckshot During Closed Deer Season

1- Take Rabbits Illegal Method

4- Hunt W/O Resident Big Game Lie.

2- Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Closed Season
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REGION 9 CONTT).

4-Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear Illegal Hours

3- Hunt Deer Illegal Means During Bow Season

4- Hunt Or Take Deer From Public Road

3-Hunt Or Take Deer Or Bear W/Blegal Weapon

3- Possession Of Illegally Taken Deer Or Bear

4- Take Non-Game Quadrupeds C/S

2- Hunt MGB Without State Stamp

3- Not Abiding By Rules And Regs. On WMA

5- Hunting Ducks Or Geese W/O Federal Stamp 

2-Hunting With Unsigned Duck Stamp

6- Hunting MGB With Unplugged Gun 

11-Hunting MGB Illegal Hours

5- Hunting MGB From Moving Motorboat 

2-Transport Completely Dressed MGB

6- Wanton Waste Of MGB

20-Using Lead Shot In Area Designated As Steel Shot Only

1- Hunting Doves Closed Season

5-Hunting Ducks Closed Season

8-Possess Over Limit Of Ducks

2- Possess Over Limit Of Gallinules

14-Criminal Trespass

S-Dlegal Spotlighting 

1-Littering

4- Other Than Wildlife And Fisheries



REGION 9 CONTT). 

CONFISCATIONS:
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191 ducks, 99 coots, 33 gallinules, 3 deer, 7 rabbits, 3 squirrels, 7 rail, 1 nutria, 33 1/2 sacks of oysters, 1818 

lbs. of shrimp sold for $972.60,34 black bass, 200 red drum, 20 black drum, 151 sea trout, 17 weapons, 4 

lights, 7 rabbit boxes.



OYSTER STRIKE FORCE
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TOTAL CASES-68

1-Boating

7-Take Oysters From Unapproved Area (Polluted)

7-Take Undersize Oysters From Natural Reef 

1-Violate Calcaaeu Lake Regs.

4- Take Oysters Closed Season

1- Fail To Oyster Tags For 60 Days

2- Take Oysters From Unleased Water Bottom

5- Violate State Sanitation Code

2- Fail To Maintain Records

4- Have No Wholesale Retail License 

1-Transport Without Required License

5- Take Oysters Without Harvester Lie.

3- Have No Commercial License 

1-Have No Vessel License

1- Have No Gear License

2- Fail To Tag Nets

1-Take Undersize Black Drum

5-Take Undersize Red Drum

4- Take Undersize Sea Trout

1- Take Over Limit Of Sea Trout

4-Take Over Limit Of Red Drum

2- Hunting From A Moving Vehicle

1- Hunting With An Unplugged Gun

2- Hunt Wild Quadrupeds Illegal Hours 

1-Hunting Without A License



OYSTER STRIKE FORCE CONTT). 

CONFISCATIONS;
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125 sacks of oysters, 3 boats, 2 dredges, 150 lbs. of shrimp, 43 red fish, 137 pounds of trout, 7 black drum.
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S.W.E.P.

DELTA TIDE AND RIP TIDE 

ENGINE HOURS: 29 

BOATS CHECKED^?

TOTAL CASES: 9

4-Take Undersize Oysters Off Of Natural Reef

1-Take Commercial Fish Without Commercial License

1-Possession Of Black Drum Without A Permit-Over 27 inches

1-Allbw Another To Use Commercial License

1-Permit Unlicensed Person To Operate Commercial Vessel

1-Permit Unlicensed Person To Use Commercial Gear

CONFISCATIONS:

67 drum sold for $201.00, 740 lbs. shrimp, 15 lbs of flounder, 59 lbs. of sheephead, all sold for $692.80, 61 

sacks of oysters, 2 trawls and 1 commercial license.



TOTAL CASES ENFORCEMENT-1762
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TOTAL CASES OTHER MV. 209

TOTAL CASES OSF 68

TOTAL CASES SWEP 9

GRAND TOTAL 2048



Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
A. Kell McJnnis W  p0st Office Box 98000

Acting Secretary Baton Rouge, LA 70898
(504)765-2800

December 4, 1991

Buddy Roomer 
Governor

TO : ' 

FROM: 

S U B J:

All Commission Members? //J jj_

Donald E. Puckett 

By-Laws Amendments ^

Attached hereto, please find a copy of the Commission’s By-Laws 
with the proposed amendments per my conversations with Chairman 
Jenkins for your review. These will be taken up at the Commission 
meeting of Monday, December 9. If you wish to verbally comment on 
any of the proposed changes prior to the meeting, please contact 
me.

For your information, the By-Laws presented herein are in their 
present form with the following changes:

1. Struck through language is present language that is being 
deleted.

2. Underlined language is new language that is being added. 

Please call me with any comments or questions you may have.

An Equal Opportunity Employer



LOUISIANA WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES COMMISSION

BY-LAWS

Adopted Tuesday May 20, 1980

J. C. Gilbert

Chairman



ARTICLE I

COMMISSION OFFICE

1. The gpeoifie-Ioeation of the principal office of the Louisiana 

Wildlife and Fisheries Commissionere shall be 400 Royal 

Street, New Orleans, Orleans Pariah-,- 2000 Quail Drive. Baton 

Rouge. Louisiana os established by Title 56 of the Louisiana 

Revised Statutes.

2. The Commission at its discretion, may from time to time, hold 

meetings at any other location within the State of Louisiana 

after proper notice.

ARTICLE II

REGULAR MEETINGS

1. The Commission shall hold regular monthly meetings at a place, 

date and time properly noticed in accordance with the 

Louisiana Open Meeting law.

REGULAR SPECIAL MEETINGS

1. Special meetings of the Commission may be called by the 

Chairman, at his discretion, and shall be called by the 

chairman upon written request of any four members. The notice 

of each special meeting shall state the purpose for which it 

is called, and only those matters shall be considered that 

have been included in the call, unless every member of the



Commission is present at the called meeting and a quorum of 

the Board agrees to take up other matters.

2. The chairman, shall cause written notices of the time and 

place of special meetings to be mailed, or hand delivered, to 

each member, at the addresses as they appear in the records 

of the Commission, at least three days before the day on which 

the meeting is to be held, or shall communicate the notice of 

such meetings to the members by telegram or telephone not 

later than 24 hours before the meeting is to be held.

ATTENDANCE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 

1. The Secretary of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 

shall attend all meetings of the Commission unless excused, 

or directed by the Commission not to attend, or unless other 

appropriate staff alternates, acceptable to the Commission by 

prior arrangement, are designated by the Secretary to attend.

ARTICLE III

QUORUM - MINUTES

1. The attendance of four members at any meeting shall constitute 

a quorum for the transaction of all business.

2-;---A— tentative— draft— ef— the minutes— ef— each— mooting— shall— be

submitted-to each-Gommiooioncr within fifteen days after ouch
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2 . Final minutes will be available to Commission members net
a s  s o o n  a s  p o s s i b l e  b e f o r e  t h e  n e x t  r e g u l a r

m e e t in g .

ARTICLE IV

ELECTION OF OFFICERS AND APPOINTMENTS

1 . O f f i c e r s  s h a l l  b e  e l e c t e d  a n n u a l l y  a t  t h e  r e g u l a r  m e e t in g  o f  

t h e  C o m m issio n  i n  D ece m b e r, a t  w h ic h  t h e  m em bers s h a l l  e l e c t ,  

fro m  am ong t h e i r  own n u m b e r, a  c h a i r m a n  a n d  a  v i c e - c h a i r m a n ,  

t o  h o l d  o f f i c e  f o r  o n e  y e a r ,  o r  u n t i l  t h e i r  s u c c e s s o r s  a r e  

e l e c t e d .  T he  B o a rd  s h a l l  n o t  b e  b o u n d  b y  a n y  p a r t i c u l a r  o r d e r  

o f  s u c c e s s i o n  i n  t h e  n o m in a t io n  o f  m em ber f o r  e l e c t i o n  t o  

o f f i c e .

2 .  I n  c a s e  a  v a c a n c y  s h a l l  o c c u r  am ong t h e  e l e c t e d  o f f i c e r s ,  d u e  

t o  d e a t h ,  r e s i g n a t i o n ,  o r  o t h e r  c a u s e ,  a n  e l e c t i o n  s h a l l  b e  

h e l d ,  a t  a  r e g u l a r  o r  s p e c i a l  m e e t in g ,  t o  f i l l  t h e  v a c a n t  

o f f i c e  f o r  t h e  u n e x p i r e d  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  t e r m .

3 . W ith in  t h e  t e r m s  o f  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  a p p o i n t m e n t s ,  a n y  m em ber 

e l e c t e d  on  o n e  o f  t h e  a b o v e  o f f i c e s  who s h a l l  h a v e  s e r v e d  i n  

s u c h  o f f i c e  f o r  o n e  t e r m ,  s h a l l  b e  e l i g i b l e  t o  s u c c e e d  

h i m s e l f .

ARTICLE V

DUTIES OF THE CHAIRMAN

3



1.
T he p o w e rs  a n d  d u t i e s  o f  t h e  c h a i r m a n  s h a l l  b e :

To p r e s i d e  a s  c h a i r m a n  a t  a l l  m e e t in g s  o f  t h e  C o m m iss io n , w i t h  

t h e  r i g h t  t o  v o t e  o n  a l l  q u e s t i o n s .

2 . To s e e  t h a t  t h e  la w s  o f  t h e  S t a t e ,  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  p u r p o s e  

a n d  f u n c t i o n s  o f  t h e  C o m m iss io n , t h e  O r d in a n c e s  o f  t h e  

C o m m issio n  a n d  i t s  p o l i c i e s  a r e  f a i t h f u l l y  o b s e r v e d  a n d  

e x e c u t e d .

3 . To c a l l  s p e c i a l  m e e t in g s  o f  t h e  C o m m is s io n , a t  h i s  d i s c r e t i o n ,  

o r  u p o n  t h e  w r i t t e n  r e q u e s t  o f  f o u r  m em b ers .

4 .  To e s t a b l i s h  c o m m it te e s  a n d  a p p o i n t  m em bers t h e r e o f ,  a t  h i s  

d i s c r e t i o n ,  a s  h e  d eem s n e c e s s a r y  t o  c a r r y  o u t  t h e  b u s i n e s s  

o f  t h e  C o m m iss io n .

5 . To s e r v e  a s  a n  e x - o f f i c i o  m em ber o f  a l l  c o m m i t t e e s .

6 . To p e r f o r m  s u c h  o t h e r  d u t i e s  a s  a r e  u s u a l l y  in c u m b e n t  u p o n  t h e  

c h a irm an *  o f  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  C o m m iss io n .

ARTICLE V I

DUTIES OF THE VICE CHAIRMAN

1 . W h en ev e r t h e  c h a i r m a n  i s  a b s e n t  f ro m  a n y  r e g u l a r l y  s c h e d u le d  

m e e t in g ,  h i s  d u t i e s  s h a l l  b e  p e r f o r m e d  b y  t h e  v i c e - c h a i r m a n .  

W h en ev er t h e  c h a i r m a n  i s  a b s e n t  f ro m  a  s p e c i a l  m e e t in g  c a l l e d  

b y  h im , u p o n  h i s  own i n i t i a t i v e ,  o r  u p o n  w r i t t e n  r e q u e s t  o f  

f o u r  c o m m is s io n e r s ,  h i s  d u t i e s  s h a l l  b e  p e r f o r m e d  b y  t h e  v i c e -  

c h a i r m a n .  T he  v i c e - c h a i r m a n  may n o t  a s su m e  t h e  d u t i e s  o f  t h e  

c h a ir m a n  f o r  t h e  p u r p o s e  o f  c a l l i n g  a  s p e c i a l  m e e t in g  w hen t h e
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c h a i r m a n  i s  t e m p o r a r i l y  a b s e n t  f ro m  t h e  S t a t e ,  o r  w hen t h e  

c h a i r m a n  i s  t e m p o r a r i l y  i n c a p a c i t a t e d  t h r o u g h  i l l n e s s ,  o r  

o t h e r w i s e ,  u n l e s s  t h e  c h a i r m a n  o f  t h e  o t h e r  f i v e  m em b ers , 

d i r e c t  t h e  v i c e - c h a i r m a n  t o  a ssu m e  t h e  o f f i c e  o f  t h e  c h a ir m a n  

f o r  t h e  p u r p o s e  o f  c a l l i n g  s u c h  s p e c i a l  m e e t in g .

2 . W h en ev e r t h e  c h a i r m a n 's  a b s e n c e  fro m  t h e  s t a t e ,  o r  h i s  

i n c a p a c i t y  d u e  t o  i l l n e s s ,  p r e v e n t s  ?him  fro m  h a n d l i n g  

r o u t i n e ,  b u t  n e c e s s a r y  C o m m iss io n  b u s i n e s s ,  a t  t im e  o t h e r  t h a n  

a t  C o m m issio n  m e e t i n g s ,  s u c h  b u s i n e s s  s h a l l  b e  h a n d le d  b y  t h e  

v i c e - c h a i r m a n .

ARTICLE V I I

COMMISSION COMMITTEES:

T he f o l l o w i n g  nam ed c o m m it te e s  s h a l l  b e  p e r m a n e n t  s t a n d i n g  

c o m m i t t e e s .  A l l  m em bers s h a l l  b e  a p p o i n t e d  b y  t h e  c h a i r m a n  

a n d  s h a l l  s e r v e  a t  h i s  p l e a s u r e .  A d d i t i o n a l  c o m m it te e s  may 

b e  a d d e d  b y  a  m a j o r i t y  v o t e  o f  t h e  C o m m iss io n  m em bers a t  a  

r e g u l a r  o r  s p e c i a l  m e e t in g .

1) H u n t in g  R e g u l a t i o n s  C o m m itte e

2) M i n e r a l s  C o m m itte e

3) S p o r t s  & C o m m e rc ia l F i s h i n g  C o m m itte e

4) O y s t e r  a n d  S h r im p  C o m m itte e

5) W i l d l i f e  M anagem en t A re a  C o m m itte e

e ) ------ W i l d l i f e  & F i s h e r i e s  C o m m itte e , G e n e r a l  P u rp o a e

7) B u d g e t C o m m itte e
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ARTICLE VIII

AGENDA AND ORDER OF BUSINESS

T he S e c r e t a r y  s h a l l  p r e p a r e  a n d  s u b m i t  t o  t h e  C o m m iss io n  a n  

a g e n d a  c o v e r i n g  t h e  i t e m s  o f  b u s i n e s s  t o  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  a n d  

a c t e d  u p o n  a t  e a c h  m e e t in g  o f  t h e  C o m m iss io n  i n c l u d i n g  t h o s e  

i t e m s  e n u m e r a te d  b v  t h e  c h a i r m a n . T he  C o m m iss io n  may 

c o n s i d e r  s u c h  o t h e r  m a t t e r s  a s  may p r o p e r l y  b e  b r o u g h t  b e f o r e  

i t .  T he  o r d e r  o f  b u s i n e s s  may b e  a l t e r e d  b y  t h e  C o m m iss io n  

a t  i t s  d i s c r e t i o n .

A t l e a s e  3 d a y s  p r i o r  t o  e a c h  m e e t in g ,  t h e  s t a f f ,  u n d e r  t h e  

d i r e c t i o n  o f  t h e  S e c r e t a r y ,  s h a l l  p r o v i d e  e a c h  C o m m issio n  

m em ber w i t h  f u l l  e x p l a n a t i o n s  a n d  b a c k - u p  m a t e r i a l  a n d  

i n f o r m a t i o n  on  e a c h  i t e m  t o  b e  p r e s e n t e d  a t  t h e  m e e t i n g s .

ARTICLE IX

RULES OF ORDER

R o b e r t 's  R u le s  o f  O r d e r  s h a l l  b e  t h e  p a r l i a m e n t a r y  a u t h o r i t y  

f o r  a l l  m a t t e r s  o f  p r o c e d u r e s  o f  t h i s  C o m m iss io n  n o t  o t h e r w i s e  

c o v e r e d  i n  t h e s e  B y - la w s .

AMENDMENT OF BY-LAWS

T h e s e  B y - la w s  may b e  a l t e r e d  o r  am en d ed  a t  a n y  r e g u l a r  m e e t in g  

o f  t h e  C o m m iss io n  b y  a  m a j o r i t y  v o t e  o f  t h e  c o m m is s io n e r s  

p r e s e n t  a t  t h e  m e e t in g .  H o w ev e r, n o  s u c h  a l t e r a t i o n  o r
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am endm ent s h a l l  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  u n l e s s  (a )  n o t i c e  o f  t h e  

i n t e n t i o n  t o  a l t e r  o r  am end t h e  B y - la w s  s h a l l  h a v e  b e e n  g iv e n  

i n  w r i t i n g  a t  a  p r e v i o u s  m e e t in g  o f  t h e  C o m m is s io n , a n d  (b ) 

a  d r a f t  o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  a l t e r a t i o n  o r  am en d m en t s h a l l  h a v e  

b e e n  s e n t  t o  e a c h  m em ber o f  t h e  C o m m iss io n  a t  l e a s t  f o r t y  

e i g h t  h o u r s  i n  a d v a n c e  o f  t h e  m e e t in g  a t  w h ic h  a c t i o n  o n  s u c h  

a l t e r a t i o n  o r  am endm en t i s  t o  b e  t a k e n .
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Fact Sheet
Bayou de Chene (a.k.a. Ouachita Ravines)

Location: Caldwell Parish

Size: 3125 acres

Owner: Riverwood Industries

Significance: One of the largest, undisturbed mature upland hardwood forests remaining 
in Louisiana; the largest forest in natural condition remaining on the Ouachita 
escarpment. More than 80% of this forest type has been converted to pine 
plantions. The site includes upland hardwood (southern red oak, sweetgum, 
black oak, cherrybark oak, hickory, white ash) and bottomland hardwood 
forest types. Some of the loblolly pine trees observed on the site are in excess 
of 100 years old. The terrain is very rugged, and harbors habitat for 
numerous state-rare plant species. According to the Bayou de Chene Hunting 
Club, populations of game species of wildlife are high. The area in rich in 
upland game species, including deer and squirrels. According to Danny 
Timmer, LDWF’s turkey study leader, the site is ideal turkey habitat. 
Additionally, LDWF has in receipt some 20 letters from local residents 
(including Bayou de Chene Hunting Club) supporting the acquisition of this 
site.

Appraised value: $2,593,910

Owner’s lowest acceptable price: $3,103,301 (19.6% over appraised value)

Recommendation: Purchase of tract for asking price OR purchase of tract for $2,981,950 
(15% above appraised value) and allow Riverwood to remove pulpwood from 
322-ac 13-yr-old pine plantation, valued at approx. $122,000) OR allow LDWF 
additional time for reappraisal of raw land (ga. 4 weeks).

Justification: 1) The size of the tract and the ecological significance of the site make it 
unique
2) Excellent site for LDWF’s turkey release program
3) Raw land appraised for only $150/ac is considered low by LDWF 
personnel. Appraiser deducted considerably due to ruggedness of terrain, yet 
logging costs are only approximately $10/ac more due to steepness of slopes.
4) Timber appraisal used only 2.5% cruise. Riverwood’s timber appraisal 
was at 10% cruise. Amount of timber may be significantly more than 
appraisal indicates. Additionally pine sawtimber value has increased

® approximately 10% since the site was appraised.
- 5) Currently approximately 283,900 acres (40%) of LDWF-owned land is 

bottomland hardwood habitat, 418,680 acres (59%) is coastal marsh, and only 
9,900 acres (1%) is upland habitat.



/w f t  M y  „

Sports and Commercial Fisheries Management Platform

“The prim ary goal o f  this piatform is  to 
assure protection o f  our renewabie biological 
resources, and to promote and protect the 
recreational and commercial use o f  Louisiana *s 
natural lands and fisheries.”

Edwin Edwards
September, JPPJ

Specific Policy Recommendations
1. Creation of a Seafood Finance Authority to help expand the availability of 

credit from Louisiana financial institutions for the seafood processing and 
packaging industries. In additior to assistance in securing additional credit 
for the industry, tire Authority will also be charged with undertaking special 
finance and marketing studies to encourage expansion of the seafood 
industries to provide jobs and economic security,

2. Provide leadership necessary to develop an equitable Fisheries Management 
Program including, but not limited to, the following:

A. Expanding membership t.f the Fisheries Task Force to include
representatives of both recreational and commercial fishing 
interests, elected officials, universities, state agencies, 
restaurants, and consumers.

B. Establishing the timely development of a comprehensive fisheries
policy as the primary mission of the Fisheries Task Force.

3. Provide Strong support and appropriate funding for m arsh m anagem ent and 
river diversion projects in order to ensure protection of Louisiana coastlines 
and estuaries. This policy will have as a central goal the- preservation of our 
fish and wildlife resources.
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4. Reestablishment of Wildlife & Fisheries reseorch laboratories and three Field 

Stations, closed by the current administration, at Sister Lake in Terrebonne Parish, 
Bay 'Gardens in Plaquemines Parish and the Grand Terre -- Grand Isle in Jefferson 
Parish.

5. Reinstitute the previously existing strong state policy for acquisition of land for use 
by sportsmen and the general public, This policy would include placing the 
management of these new areas under the- Department of Wildlife and Fisheries and 
dedicating the land for public use in perpetuity.

6. Appointment of a Conflict Resolution Commission to review and mediate conflicts 
between commercial and recreational interests, and to explore the desirability of 
separate recreational and commercial divisions within the Department of Wildlife 
and Fisheries.

7. Charge the Enforcement Division of the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries with 
new responsibilities for public education. Because of the complexity the constantly 
changing regulatory environment, wardens should be encouraged to play a lend role 
in the development of innovative programs for educating the public and those who

' wish to use areas managed by the Department within current rules and regulations.

8. Appoint Wildlife and Fisheries Administrators from Louisianx who have the 
education and management experience tc lead the Department into the future.

9. Encourage the expansion of locations far die acquisition of all licenses required for 
the use of land managed by the Department of Wildlife and Fisheries. Commercial 
and recreational licenses should be sold in locations more convenient to users in 
locations such as New Iberia, Bourge, Lake Charles and in other areas.

.10. Provide for a fisheries liaison in Washington, D C. whose purpose would be to 
monitor congressional committees, federal laws and regulations, and serve to 
represent the interests of Louisiana fisheries. The liaison would work to make sure 
Louisiana gets a fair share of Federal fishery dollars and to promote programs that 
benefit state fisheries.

11. Order the completion of a comprehensive study to document the impact of potential 
by-catch regulations in order to determine the economic and social impacts to the 
shrimping industry that new by-catch regulations might create.

12. Address and correct production problems of Louisiana oyster beds by;

A. Creating new policies to address the discharge of improperly treated
domestic wastes in tiie vicinity of shellfish-growing waters;

B. Using the assets and expertise in the Department of Health and Human
Resources to monitor and aggressively control raw sewage and other
environmental threats to fisheries;

C. Restore and enhance programs to provide funds for planting oyster
shells in seed Grounds on an annual basis.
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ATLANTIC SWORDFISH: A  CRISIS W I T H O U T  FINALE
The following article is based on a "Review of United States 

Actions to Manage Atlantic Swordfish" by N C M C  Executive 
Director Ken Hinman, presented at the Symposium on Manage- 
ment of Highly M  igratory Atlantic Swordfish, 121st Annual Meet­
ing of the American Fisheries Society, September 11, 1991, San 
Antonio, Texas.

No fish better illustrates what’s wrong with United States 
managementof ocean fisheries than the Atlantic swordfish. It 
has all the ingredients that make managing pelagic fisheries 
so difficult: jurisdictional problems, gear conflicts, by catch, 
uncertainties about the science, industry resistance to regu­
lation and political interference. Or put another way, it 
embodies everything we have to overcome in order to make 
fisheries conservation work.

Perhaps anticipating this, the National Coalition for 
v .  Marine Conservation chose the swordfish for its logo in 1975. 

You might say we’ve had a proprietary interest in the fate of 
swordfish for the last 16 years.

The U.S. has been trying to manage Atlantic swordfish for 
almost as many years, but without success. On June 12th of 
this year the Secretary of Commerce implemented a six- 
month emergency management program to protect a re­
source the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) says is 
"severely overfished" and in "critical condition." These 
emergency regulations were the first-ever limitson the Atlantic 
swordfish fishery - even though the purpose of fisheries 
management is to prevent overfishing; even though the first 
signs of overfishing were evident in the early 1980s; and even 
though measures to conserve swordfish were proposed nu­
merous times since then.

So this is the vantage point from which we look back at the 
history of U.S. efforts to manage swordfish. It’s a tale of 
opportunities lost. Because no matter how many good rea­
sons there were to take action, there was always an excuse not 
to.

Ambiguous Authority

Like the protagonist in a Greek tragedy, swordfish man­
agement may have been doomed from the beginning because 
]f flaws in its make-up. In 1976, the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act gave responsibility for 
managing fish out to 200 miles from shore to eight Regional 
Fishery Management Councils with oversight by NMFS on

behalf of the Secretary of Commerce. The U.S. tuna industry, 
accustomed to fishing in the 200-mile zones of other countries, 
opposed extended jurisdiction and sought to exclude tuna 
and other highly migratory species - swordfish, billfish and 
shark - from the law. As a compromise, only tuna were 
excluded.

This special exemption for tuna fishing would return to 
haunt swordfish management repeatedly. In fact, shortly 
after passage of the Magnuson Act, NMFS tried to discourage 
the councils from preparing a management plan, saying that 
sword fish should be managed internationally, like tuna. They 
took this position even though Congress had declared, in 
passing the Act, that "International fishery agreements have 
not been effective in preventing or terminating... overfish­
ing."

Work on a fishery management plan began as early as 
1978, a joint project of the New England, Mid-Atlantic, South 
Atlantic, Caribbean and Gulf of Mexico Councils. As the five 
councils began drafting a plan, there was no immediate cause 
for concern about the status of swordfish (although catch data 
were extremely unreliable since the fishery had been under­
ground during the FDA mercury ban in the 1970s). Still, 
because the fishing capacity of the domestic fleet was increasing 
rapidly - more efficient longline gear was replacing traditional 
harpoons which in turn enabled the fishery to spread from 
New England into new southern fishinggrounds - the councils 
began developing a framework for swordfish management.

In the late 1970s/early ’80s, Japanese fishermen using 
longlines to target tuna, but also catching swordfish and other 
pelagic species, were still very active in U.S. waters, and this 
complicated early efforts to devise a management strategy. 
Foreign fishermen weren’t allowed to retain swordfish caught 
in the U.S. zone, under a 1978 preliminary management plan. 
Nevertheless, Japanese longliners hooked over 8,000 sword­
fish in 1980 and 5-6,000 of those fish were already dead when 
returned to the water, according to NMFS.

Government attorneys advised the councils that any 
measures to conserve swordfish must respect the right of 
foreign fishermen to fish for tuna in the U.S. zone. The legal 
term was providing fishermen with a "reasonable opportu­
nity" to catch tuna, but in practice it meant U S. managers 
could not implement regulations necessary to conserve 
swordfish if they restricted tuna fishing in any way. Thus, the 
management options available to the councils were circum­
scribed from the outset.
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The Trouble Begins

Attempts to implement a swordfish management plan 
under the Magnuson Act came in two distinct stages, the first 
from 1983-87 and the second in 1989-90.

As the councils wrestled with the problem of how to 
control the catch of swordfish without impacting tuna fish­
ing, new information on swordfish landings showed trouble 
in the fishery. At the start of 1983, the councils had been 
planning to put a cap on a fishery thought to be fully- 
exploited. But within the year, they'd revised their plan to 
reduce landings. The fishery was exhibiting all the classic 
signs of overfishing: the average size of fish landed was 
steadily declining; catch rates were dropping off, even though 
the size of the fleet, its mobility and the efficiency of its gear 
had all greatly increased; the fleet had to keep moving to new 
fishing grounds to find large fish; and the least efficient 
fisheries, harpoon and rod and reel, were disappearing.

The councils' plan was to protect immature fish to in­
crease recruitment. Both from the standpoint of the industry, 
which would ultimately profit from allowing more small fish 
to mature, and the resource, which faced spawning stock 
depletion if overfishing were allowed to continue, regulation 
of the fishery was crucial. During 1984, the councils com­
pleted the first draft swordfish plan. The three goals of the 
plan were: reduce the catch of small fish to the number caught 
in 1980; establish a data collection program to keep tabs on the 
stock and the effectiveness of management; and limit the tuna 
longline bycatch.

The centerpiece of the plan was a "variable season closure" 
system. Essentially, it tied region-by-region closures to local 
catches of immature fish. During a closure, no swordfish 
could be caught, possessed or imported. All tuna longlining 
would be restricted to daylight-only to minimize the inciden­
tal capture of night-feeding swordfish. Foreign fishing with 
a bycatch of swordfish would cease after reaching a pre-set 
limit.

The plan was formally submitted to the Secretary of 
Commerce for approval on April 29,1985. Unfortunately, this 
initial effort at management would be dispatqhed with a 
series of crippling blows. What survived, though it would 
live with the name Fishery Management Plan for Atlantic 
Swordfish, was little more than a skeleton.

The first blow came in July, when NMFS informed the 
councils i t had "partially disapproved" the plan, a polite way 
of saying they'd gutted it. Restrictionsonforeign fishing were 
rejected becauseof interference with tuna fishing. Mandatory 
observers on certain domestic vessels, including newly intro­
duced drift nets, were rejected, along with reporting require­
ments. NMFSdid approve theclosure system, butdetermined 
that the dates of the closures should be approved by no less a 
fisheries authority than the Office of Management and Bud­
get. Already, economic concerns were taking precedence 
over the health of the resource.

One positive thing NMFS did was designate a single 
council, the South Atlantic, as the lead body responsible for 
swordfish management in an effort to streamline the deci­
sion-making process. Requiring all five councils to signoffon 
every measure to be included in the plan was cumbersome, 
slow and expensive. Still, the South Atlantic Council was

directed to consult with the other four councils in all its 
decisions affecting swordfish.

1986 brought a flurry of activity, but again to no avail:
• On February 24th, the South Atlantic Council, on behalf 

of all five councils, resubmitted most of the measures prevr 
ously rejected but with stronger rationale and document, 
tion. Ina new provision, the councils recommended outlawing 
drift nets altogether.

• Meanwhile, the latest stock assessment completed in 
April showed that fishing mortality was increasing and that 
the spawning population had declined 40% since 1978.

• On May 15th, NMFS approved the ban on night 
longlining and okayed mandatory record-keeping, but re­
jected limitson foreign catch. A month later, the councils filed 
a schedule of time/area closures for the fall 1986 fishing 
season.

• On July 2nd, the Japan Tuna Association sued the 
Commerce Department over the no-night-Ionglining provi­
sion on the grounds it violated the Magnuson Act's exemp­
tion for tuna fishing.

• On September 2nd, NMFS disapproved the closures. 
The reasons gi ven were the Japanese lawsuit and the impact 
on American longliners in the Gulf of Mexico, where a mixed 
tuna/swordfish fishery was rapidly expanding. The plan 
was left with only the closure framework and a data collection 
program.

Subsequent attempts to implement the plan the following 
year would also be rebuffed, this time because of the "adverse 
impact upon U.S. fishermen fishing beyond our EEZ (200- 
mile zone)" and the "impact upon U S. tuna fishing within th" . 
EEZ." The closure provision would eventually sunset at t  ) 
end of 1987, having never been implemented. The swordfish 
fishery remained unregulated and overfishing continued. 
Any chance of heading off the disaster to come had been lost. 
"The saga of the swordfish plan plays on without finale," said 
NCMC President Chris Weld at the time, "moving from crisis 
to crisis."

A Turn for the Worse

. In 1986, a rift had opened up between the councils and 
NMFS over the true status of swordfish, stallingany progress 
on management until it was resolved in 1989. The councils, on 
advice from staff biologists and their scientific advisory 
committees, saw the swordfish situation steadily deteriorat­
ing. NMFS scientists, on the other hand, were less gloomy, 
citing uncertainties in the assessment.

Not surprisingly, the position of the NMFS scientists 
influenced the Secretary's feeling that the councils' requests 
for strict regulation were an over-reaction. As they consid­
ered alternatives to the aborted closure system, the councils 
were told, in no uncertain terms, that the only conservation 
measure that would be accepted in Washington would be a 
minimum size limit; anything more restrictive would be dead 
on arrival. But the South Atlantic Council had already deter­
mined that, since 2 out of 3 fish don't survive the trauma - ' 
being caught on a longline, releasing small fish would redi 
landings but not mortality and therefore offered little if any 
conservation benefit. Discussionsat inter-council meetings in 
1988 centered around whether to even continue to work on a 
swordfish plan or spend the time more productively.



But things changed drastically in April 1989. NMFS had 
completed a brand new swordfish study indicating extremely 
high fishing mortality rates and a more substantial decline in 
the spawning stock. The previous October, the councils, as a 
result of their disagreement with NMFS over the science, had 
agreed to appoint an independent scientific review panel to 
evaluate the next stock assessment and recommend manage­
ment objectives. That panel, chaired by Dr. William Fox, later 
to become head of NMFS, concluded that the northwest 
Atlantic stock of swordfish was severely overfished: the 
spawning stock was about a third of what it was 10 years 
before and the average size of fish caught was down from 115 
pounds to less than 60 pounds. The panel suggested sharply 
reducing fishing mortality to allow the spawning stock to 
rebuild to the 1978 level within 5 years. Describing an 
"emergency situation," the panel recommended a drastic 78% 
reduction in fishing, from over 10 million pounds to 2.4 
million pounds a year.

The review panel's assessment of the severity of the 
situation was undisputed, but, as the councils began to incor­
porate the panel's recommendation into an amendment to the 
swordfish plan, the focus quickly shifted to the effect of such 
severe cutbacks. At a series of public hearings in January and 
February 1990, commercial fishermen turned out in force to 
vigorously object to the plan.

Feeling the heat from the fishing industry, and subjected 
to pressure from certain influential Congressmen on behalf of 
the industry, the council found it prudent to delay submission 
of the amended plan and convene yet another independent 
review panel, composed of scientists with no history in the 
swordfish controversy, to consider the options for saving the 
fishery. Meanwhile, the New England Council broke ranks 
with the other four and joined commercial fishermen in 
opposing the plan.

In August, the second panel of scientists echoed the 
conclusions of its predecessor and recommended immediate 
and substantial reductions in fishing mortality. In order to 
ease the impact on commercial fishermen, the council voted 
to phase-in the cutbacks over a three-year period. The plan 
was to be submitted to the Secretary on November 1,1990.

But this was still unacceptable to representatives of the 
fishing industry, who now argued that only ICCAT, the 
International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic 
Tunas, should set swordfish limits. It was unfair, they said, 
for U.S. fishermen to be regulated when other countries' 
fishermen were not. They persuaded the House Fisheries 
Subcommittee to hold a hearing in September on the issue, 
and action on the U.S. plan was postponed until after the 
November 1990 ICCAT meeting, where the sword fish decline 
was to be the principal topic of discussion.

ICCAT Takes Over

Two things happened in November to dramatically alter 
thecourseof U.S. managementof swordfish. The contentious 
1989-90 debate over swordfish coincided with, and shaped. 
Congressional reauthorization of the Magnuson Act and the 
Atlantic Tunas Convention Act, the law implementing the 
ICCAT treaty. Because the tuna exclusion had been an 
obstacle to swordfish management, and because of the 
mounting problem of billfish and shark bycatch in tuna

fishing operations, conservationists sought to extend 
Magnuson Actauthority to tuna. The resulting bill, signed by 
President Bush on November 28th, did include tuna. But 
under pressure from commercial fishing interests distrustful 
of the councils. Congress gave authority over tuna and other 
highly migratory species in the Atlantic to the Commerce 
Department, not the councils, and then forbid the Secretary 
from imposing lower quotas than recommended by ICCAT.

The Congressional sponsors of these amendments were, 
quite frankly, misinformed. First of all, to blame the councils 
for the swordfish fiasco is a non sequitur. The councils did 
their job. The tuna exclusion, substitution of judgment by 
officials in Washington, and steadfast industry resistance 
kept the U S. from preventing the severe decline.

Denying the U.S. the ability to take independent action to 
conserve swordfish, or any other U.S. fishery, makes no sense 
either. The second panel of scientists to review the status of 
swordfish was pointedly asked if the U.S. acting alone would 
help conserve highly migratory swordfish and they agreed 
that "the stock would generally benefit from rational, unilateral 
management" such as that contained in the 1990 plan. 
Moreover, there is no reason to believe that the U.S. taking the 
initiative with a strong stand on conservation would in any 
way hurt the chances of getting international cooperation 
through ICCAT.

At the November 1990 ICCAT meeting, a U.S.-sponsored 
swordfish agreement was adopted, which turns out to be, 
pardon the expression, a double-edged sword. While it 
ensures that swordfish fishing will finally be regulated - 
although, ironically, it is American fishermen who bear the 
brunt of the regulation - it now precludes any U.S. efforts to 
take the stronger action fishery scientists say is needed.

In June 1991, the Secretary enacted emergency measures 
implementing the ICCAT recommendations, setting a total 
allowable catch of 6.9 million pounds a year. There is no 
provision for phasing in further reductions. And because the 
plan relies heavily on a minimum size limit to reduce catch, 
mortality will probably be substantially higher, a likelihood 
NMFS acknowledges. Fish below the minimum size, 1 and 2 
year olds, will continue to be hooked on longlines and most of 
those that are will die. That's why a size limit was repeatedly 
rejected by the councils and their scientific advisors. NMFS 
has issued a final rule to replace the emergency regulations 
with a permanent Secretarial Fishery Management Plan on 
December 10th. Public hearings will be held this fall.

The Outlook for the Future

There are two scenarios for future U.S. management of 
swordfish: 3) the U.S. will be a follower, limited to imple­
menting international agreements; or 2) the U.S. will become 
a leader, seeking ocean-wide cooperation to complement its 
own initiatives.

Unless there is a change in U.S. policy, the first scenario 
will prevail and that's not very comforting. Under current 
law, as it is now interpreted, any domestic action to manage 
swordfish must carry out recommendations made by ICCAT 
and no more. Accordingly, the Secretarial Plan implements 
the 1990 ICCAT recommendations. This plan, unfortunately, 
does not do nearly enough to halt the decline in the swordfish 
fishery, and it will likely continue unless more is done.



The prospect of ICCAT taking stronger action is not good, 
judging by the Commission's record on the only other species 
it has actively managed during its 25-year history, thebluefin 
tuna. The bluefin spawning population has declined over 
90% since 1970 and it's still shrinking, putting the future of the 
fishery at risk. ICCATsown assessments predict the number 
of medium-age fish will also continue to decrease under 
present management, meaning that recovery is not in sight.

And yet the ICCAT membership has shown no inclina­
tion at all to replace the existing management regime withone 
that would halt overfishing and hasten a recovery. Even 
moreso than U S. fisheries management, ICCAT is driven by 
the economic interests of its participating members. Man­
agement programs must be watered down in order to get a 
consensus among 22 nations. Furthermore, ICCAT has no 
regulatory authority to enforce its agreements. Several key 
fishing nations, such as Taiwan and Italy, do not belong. For 
the swordfish to languish in this environment could condemn 
it to the same fate that has befallen the bluefin.

If that were to happen, the fishery for swordfish, which 
doesn't have near the value per pound of bluefin and there­
fore can't be sustained in such a depressed condition, would 
collapse. We’ve already seen fishermen switch to drift nets 
and pair trawls to squeeze what's left out of the north Atlantic, 
or abandon the Atlantic fishery for the Pacific. There are 
almost no other healthy fisheries to enter or under-utilized 
species to exploit, so the Atlantic longline fleet, some 500 
vessels, will likely direct its effort at tuna and shark, fisheries 
already overcrowded and stressed to the limit

Reform U.S. Participation in ICCAT. If ICCAT is going 
to be persuaded to take a harder line on swordfish, the 
initiative will have to come from the U S., and we'll have to 
push, prod and cajole. But as things stand now, our delega­
tion is not prone to do that. Our effort at ICCAT is handi­
capped by a lack of leadership, no clear objectives, and 
inordinate influence from the offshore fishing industry.

If we are to be stuck with ICCAT calling the shots, the best 
we can do is make an all-out effort to improve the effective­
ness of our par ticipa tion in that body. The situation has begun 
to improve somewhat under the new leadership in NMFS, but 
fundamental changes are needed:

• NMFS, and not the U S. Commissioners, should develop 
the position to be presented at the annual ICCAT meeting. 
NMFS is the agency legally responsible for domestic fisheries 
science and management and should be responsible for en­
suring that the national interest in fisheries is represented in 
international negotiations. Under the present system, three 
appointed Commissioners make U.S. policy, with guidance 
from an advisory committee two-thirds of whose members 
are affiliated with the commercial fishing industry.

• Congress should increase funding to improve the re­
search and data collection programs necessary to formulate 
and assert U S. fishery goals. A strong science foundation is 
a pre-requisite for successfully making a case at ICCAT for the 
conservation of highly migratory species.

• The U.S. delegation should petition ICCAT to convene 
its Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) at 
least two months in advance of the annual meeting, instead of 
the week before. The SCRS makes annual stock assessments 
and recommendations to the Commission. More lead time is

required to give each member nation a sufficient opportunity 
to carefully review the latest results with their own scientific ! 
and other domestic advisors before discussing and deciding 
on a position.

• The Administration should use economic leverage , 
appropriate to achieve U.S. conservation goals at ICCAi 
The positions of the major fishing nations are based almost 
solely on economic factors. In order to get concessions at 
ICCAT, it may be necessary for U.S. negotiators to employ 
linkage of non-fishery considerations.

Reclaim Our Sovereign Rights. It's important to point 
out that, even if U S. actions to conserve swordfish and other 
highly migratory species weren't bound by ICCAT decisions, 
these changes would still be needed. The Commission serves 
a vital function by pooling data on a wide range of Atlantic 
fisheries, and it's a valuable forum to the extent that it can 
foster cooperation among nations fishing the Atlantic. Hav­
ing said that, international agreement should not be the only 
game in town. The U.S. must be allowed to be more (but not 
less) restrictive than ICCAT recommendations if and when 
it's necessary to achieve our conservation goals.

Indeed, if ICCAT doesn't do something soon to save the 
bluefin tuna, the public may lose all confidence in ICCAT as 
a management mechanism. There could very well be a 
backlash that will result in the U.S. reclaiming sovereign 
authority over its pelagic fisheries.

Regardless, an international body not politically ac­
countable to the American people should not have sole au­
thority to manage resources off our shores. Congress should 
repeal the 1990 provisions of the Magnuson and Atlanti \  
Tuna Convention Acts that tie the handsof U.S. managers. A '
a nation, we must take the strongest possible measures to 
protect the dwindling swordfish population.

A more substantial reduction in fishing mortality is sup­
ported by the assessments of both U.S. and ICCAT scientists, 
who have recommended 78% and 50% cuts respectively. The 
present ICCAT plan asks for only a 15% reduction. Moreover, 
the regulations should be written so that the reduction is in 
fish killed, not fish landed. The minimum size limit should be 
repealed, or observers put aboard swordfish vessels to count 
discarded swordfish toward the annual quota.

In conclusion, it should be clear from this review of past 
U.S. actions that, if swordfish conservation is to succeed 
under either scenario, we will have to exhibit a stronger 
political will than we've yet demonstrated. Congress and the 
Administration must stand behind those they've made re­
sponsible for managing marine fisheries and not interfere 
when those being regulated complain, as they always will.
For its part, the fishing industry must support fisheries man­
agement, instead of fighting it every step of the way. There is 
a simple but elusive truth: healthy stocks, producing up to 
their potential, yield more fish and bring more economic 
benefit to commercial fishermen, the fishing public and the 
consumer than depleted stocks.

Finally, we must stop thinking of conservation as just ar 
abstraction. Only when the threat to our fisheries is palpabi 
do we begin to prepare for it. Only when stock depletion is 
actually upon usdo we see it coming. If we persist in thinking 
like that, things will get worse before they get better, for the 
swordfish and every other fish in the sea.
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The
W i l d l i f e

n e x t  p u b l i c  b o a r d  m e e t i n g  a s  s e t  by  t h e  L o u i s i a n a
a nd  F i s h e r i e s  C o m m i s s i o n  w i l l  b e  h e l d  a t  10 a . m .  M o nd ay ,

Dec .  9 ,  i n  t h e  L o u i s i a n a  Room o f  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a nd  F i s h e r i e s  
B u i l d i n g , 2000  Q u a i l  D r i v e , B a t o n  R ou g e .

The f o l l o w i n g  w i l l  be  on  t h e  a g e n d a :

1. R o l l  c a l l .

2. A p p r o v a l  o f  m i n u t e s  o f  N o v . 8 .

3. T r o u t  P l a n .

4. E n v i r o n m e n t a l  Gr o u p  o f  A m e r i c a .

5. F i s h  k i l l s .

6. R e c o g n i t i o n  o f  L o u i s i a n a  Duck S t amp p r o g r a m  l e g i s l a t i o n .

7. U p d a t e  on d e e r  a n d  d u c k  s e a s o n s  i n  p r o g r e s s .

8. S e t  o f f s h o r e  s h r i m p  s e a s o n  c l o s u r e .

9 . N o t i c e  o f  I n t e n t  -  s e i s m i c  f e e  s c h e d u l e .

10. U p d a t e  on c i v i l  p e n a l t i e s  r e s t i t u t i o n  p r o g r a m .

11 . M o n t h l y  l aw  e n f o r c e m e n t  r e p o r t .

12. D. A. ’ s  r e p o r t .

13. S e c r e t a r y ’ s  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  C o m m i s s i o n .

14 . Amendment  o f  b y l a w s

15. E l e c t i o n  o f  LWFC c h a i r m a n  a nd  v i c e  c h a i r m a n .

16. P u b l i c  c o m m e n t s .
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T he n e x t  r e g u l a r  p u b l i c  b o a r d  m e e t in g  a s  s e t  b y  t h e  C o m m iss io n  
w i l l  b e  h e l d  a t  10:00 A.M . o n  M onday . D ecem b er 9, 1991. i n  t h e  
L o u i s i a n a  Room a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  2 0 0 0  Q u a i l  
D r iv e ,  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a .

T he  f o l l o w i n g  w i l l  b e  on  t h e  a g e n d a :

1 . R o l l  C a l l

2 .  A p p ro v a l  o f  M in u te s  o f  N ovem ber 8 ,  1 9 9 1 .

3 .  T r o u t  P l a n

4 .  E n v i r o n m e n ta l  G ro u p  o f  A m e ric a

5 .  F i s h  K i l l s

6 . R e c o g n i t i o n  o f  L o u i s i a n a  D uck S tam p  P ro g ra m  L e g i s l a t i o n

7 .  U p d a te  o n  D e e r  a n d  D uck S e a s o n s  i n  P r o g r e s s

8 .  S e t  O f f s h o r e  S h r im p  S e a s o n  C lo s u r e

9 .  N o t i c e  o f  I n t e n t  -  S e i s m ic  F e e  S c h e d u le

1 0 . U p d a te  o n  C i v i l  P e n a l t i e s  R e s t i t u t i o n  P ro g ra m

1 1 . M o n th ly  Law E n f o r c e m e n t  R e p o r t

1 2 . D .A 's  R e p o r t

1 3 . S e c r e t a r y ' s  R e p o r t  t o  t h e  C o m m issio n

1 4 . A m endm ent o f  By Laws

1 5 . E l e c t i o n  o f  LWFC C h a irm a n  a n d  V ic e  C h a irm a n

1 6 . P u b l i c  Com m ents
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12 .  D. A . ’ s  r e p o r t .
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AGENDA FOR COMMISSION MEETING

T he n e x t  r e g u l a r  p u b l i c  b o a r d  m e e t in g  a s  s e t  b y  t h e  C o m m iss io n  
w i l l  b e  h e l d  a t  1 0 :0 0  A.M . o n  M onday- D ecem b er 9 ,  1 9 9 1 . i n  t h e  
L o u i s i a n a  Room a t  t h e  w i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  2000  Q u a i l  
D r iv e ,  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a .
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1 . R o l l  C a l l
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3 .  T r o u t  P l a n
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5 . F i s h  K i l l s

6 . R e c o g n i t i o n  o f  L o u i s i a n a  D uck S tam p  P ro g ra m  L e g i s l a t i o n

7 .  U p d a te  on  D e e r  a n d  D uck S e a s o n s  i n  P r o g r e s s

8 .  S e t  O f f s h o r e  S h r im p  S e a s o n  C l o s u r e

9 .  N o t i c e  o f  I n t e n t  -  S e i s m ic  F e e  S c h e d u le

1 0 . U p d a te  o n  C i v i l  P e n a l t i e s  R e s t i t u t i o n  P ro g ra m

1 1 . M o n th ly  Law E n f o rc e m e n t  R e p o r t

1 2 . D .A 's  R e p o r t

1 3 . S e c r e t a r y ' s  R e p o r t  t o  t h e  C o m m issio n

1 4 . E l e c t i o n  o f  LWFC C h a irm a n  a n d  V ic e  C h a irm a n

1 5 . P u b l i c  Com m ents
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N o v em b er, 27 1991

M E M O R A N D U M

TO:

FROM:

RE:

C h a irm a n  a n d  M em bers o f  C o m m iss io n  

A. K e l l  M c ln n is  I I I , A c t in g  S e c r e t a r y  

D ecem b er B o a rd  M e e t in g  A genda

T he n e x t  r e g u l a r  p u b l i c  b o a r d  m e e t in g  a s  s e t  b y  t h e  C o m m iss io n  
w i l l  b e  h e l d  a t  1 0 :0 0  A M. o n  M onday , D ecem b er 9 ,  1 9 9 1 . i n  t h e  
L o u i s i a n a  Room a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  2 0 0 0  Q u a i l  
D r iv e ,  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a .

T he f o l l o w i n g  w i l l  b e  on  t h e  a g e n d a :

1 . A p p r o v a l  o f  M in u te s  o f  N ovem ber 8 , 1991  

WARREN POL

2 .  T r o u t  P la n  

HOUSTON FORET

3 . E n v i r o n m e n ta l  G ro u p  o f  A m e r ic a /C y r e s  S e v in  

BERT JONES

4 .  F i s h  K i l l s  

DR. ROBERT H. CHABRECK

5 . R e c o g n i t i o n  o f  L o u i s i a n a  D uck S tam p  P ro g ra m  L e g i s l a t i o n

6 . U p d a te  o n  D e e r  a n d  D uck S e a s o n s  i n  P r o g r e s s  

DR. JERRY CLARK

7 . S e t  O f f s h o r e  S h r im p  S e a s o n  C l o s u r e
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P a g e  2
C o m m iss io n  M e e t in g

BETTSIE BAKER

8 .  N o t i c e  o f  I n t e n t  -  S e i s m ic  F e e  S c h e d u le

9 .  U p d a te  o n  C i v i l  P e n a l t i e s  R e s t i t u t i o n  P ro g ra m  

COLONEL WINTON VIDRINE

1 0 . M o n th ly  Law E n f o r c e m e n t  R e p o r t  

A. KELL MCINNIS

1 1 . D. A 's  R e p o r t

1 2 . S e c r e t a r y ' s  R e p o r t  t o  t h e  C o m m is s io n .

1 3 . E l e c t i o n  o f  C h a irm a n  a n d  V ic e  C h a irm a n  o f  LWF C o m m iss io n  

PUBLIC COMMENTS

AKM:sb

C: B e t t s i e  B a k e r
R o b e r t  C h a b re c k  
J e r r y  C la r k  
Don P u c k e t t  
J o h n  M e d ic a  
D i v i s i o n  C h i e f s
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T he  n e x t  r e g u l a r  p u b l i c  b o a r d  m e e t in g  a s  s e t  b y  t h e  C o m m iss io n  
w i l l  b e  h e l d  a t  1 0 :0 0  A M. o n  M onday , D ecem b er 9 ,  1 9 9 1 . i n  t h e  
L o u i s i a n a  Room a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  2000  Q u a i l  
D r iv e ,  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a .

HOUSTON FORET

2 . E n v i r o n m e n ta l  G ro u p  o f  A m e r ic a /C y r e s  S e v in  

BERT JONES

3 . F i s h  K i l l s  

DR. ROBERT H. CHABRECK

4 . R e c o g n i t i o n  o f  L o u i s i a n a  D uck S tam p  P ro g ra m  L e g i s l a t i o n

5 . U p d a te  o n  D e e r  a n d  D uck S e a s o n s  i n  P r o g r e s s  

DR. JERRY CLARK

6 . S e t  O f f s h o r e  S h r im p  S e a s o n  C lo s u r e  

BETTSIE BAKER

7 .  N o t i c e  o f  I n t e n t  -  S e i s m ic  F e e  S c h e d u le

T he f o l l o w i n g  w i l l  b e  on  t h e  a g e n d a :

1 . A p p ro v a l  o f  M in u te s  o f  N ovem ber 8 , 1991

An Equal Opportunity Employer



N ovem ber 2 7 , 1991  
P ag e
C o m m iss io n  M e e tin g

8 .  U p d a te  o n  C i v i l  P e n a l t i e s  R e s t i t u t i o n  P ro g ra m  

COLONEL MINTON VIDRINE

9 . M o n th ly  Law E n f o r c e m e n t  R e p o r t  

A. KELL MCINNIS

ll>. S e c r e t a r y ' s  R e p o r t  t o  t h e  C o m m iss io n .

11^ E l e c t i o n  o f  C h a irm a n  a n d  V ic e  C h a irm a n  o f  LWF C o m m iss io n

PUBLIC COMMENTS

AKM:sb

C: B e t t s i e  B a k e r
R o b e r t  C h a b r e c k  
J e r r y  C la r k  
Don P u c k e t t  
J o h n  M ed ic a  
D i v i s i o n  C h i e f s



A. Kell Mclnnis HI 
Acting Secretary

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
Post Office Box 98000 

Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000 
(504) 765-2800

Buddy Roemer 
Governor

N ovem ber 7 ,  1991

M r. B obby S im o n e a u x , D i r e c t o r  
P e s t i c i d e  & E n v i r o n m e n ta l  P ro g ra m s  
L o u i s i a n a  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  A g r i c u l t u r e  

a n d  F o r e s t r y  
P . O. Box 3596  
B a to n  R o u g e , LA 7 0 8 2 1 -3 5 9 6

D e a r  M r. S im o n e a u x ,

I  h a v e  r e q u e s t e d  t h a t  a n  i t e m  " F i s h  K i l l s ” b e  p l a c e d  o n  t h e  
a g e n d a  f o r  t h e  n e x t  m o n th ly  m e e t in g  o f  t h e  L o u i s i a n a  W i l d l i f e  a n d  
F i s h e r i e s  C o m m iss io n  w h ic h  w i l l  b e  h e l d  a t  1 0 :0 0  AM, M onday, 
D ecem b er 9 , 1991  a t  t h e  Q u a i l  D r iv e  o f f i c e  i n  B a to n  R o u g e .

S in c e  t h i s  i t e m  w i l l  b e  d i s c u s s e d  I  w o u ld  l i k e  f o r  y o u  t o  b e  
i n  a t t e n d a n c e .  A c o p y  o f  t h e  a g e n d a  w i l l  b e  s e n t  t o  y o u  a s  s o o n  a s  
i t  i s  a v a i l a b l e .  ------

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  t im e  a n d  c o o p e r a t i o n  i n  t h i s  m a t t e r .

<5i \t

B e r t  J o n e s
L o u i s i a n a  W i l d l i f e  an d  F i s h e r i e s  
C o m m iss io n  M ember

b j / p b

An Equal Opportunity Employer



>/

A. Kell Mcliinis, III 
Acting Secretary

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  SBOOO

BATON ROUGE. LA. 70698 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

N ovem ber 8 , 1991

BUDDY ROEMER 
GOVERNOR

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: U n d e r s e c r e t a r y , A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  W i l d l i f e ,
a n d  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  F i s h e r i e s

FROM: A. K e l l  M c ln n is  I I I ,  A c t i n g  S e c r e t a r y

RE: C o m m issio n  M e e tin g  A gen d a  -  D ecem b er 9 , 1991

P l e a s e  w r i t e  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo a n d  r e t u r n  t o  S h a ry n  
B atem an  b y  W edneday , N ovem ber . 2 0 t h ,  a n y  a g e n d a  i t e m s  y o u r  o f f i c e  
may h a v e  f o r  t h e  M onday, D ecem b er 9 t h  C o m m iss io n  m e e t in g  t o  b e  h e l d  
i n  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a ,  a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  
Q u a i l  D r iv e .  T h i s  m e e t in g  w i l l  b e g i n  a t  10 a .m . o n  D ecem b er 9 t h .  
I f  v o u  d o  n o t  h a v e  a n y t h i n g  f o r  t h e  a g e n d a ,  p l e a s e  r e t u r n  memo a n d  
i n d i c a t e  s o  o n  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo. We c a n n o t  a d d  a n y t h i n g  t o  
t h e  a g e n d a  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  c o m m is s io n  a c t i o n  a f t e r  we h a v e  p u b l i s h e d  
t h e  a g e n d a  i n  t h e  s t a t e  j o u r n a l .

R e s o l u t i o n s  a n d  N o t i c e s  o f  I n t e n t  s h o u ld  b e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  t h e  
l i s t  o f  i t e m s  t o  b e  p l a c e d  o n  t h e  a g e n d a .

T h an k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o o p e r a t i o n j

AKM/sb

Don P u c k e t t  fa. Sr*™*/
Bob D e n n ie  _  , r A n o .  i ,
W in to n  V i d r i n e  ^ u n u u i / i -  °

C fa w #  IHe&tttoj / i t e

C:



OFFICE OF WILDLIFE ASSISTANT SECRETARY
NOV 2 2 91

A . Kell M clnnis, III
A cting  S e c re ta ry

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

BATON ROUGE. LA. 70896 
PHONE (504) 765-2600

P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  6 6 0 0 0 BUDDY ROEMER 
GOVERNOR

N ovem ber 8 ,  1991

M E M O R A N D U M

TO:

FROM:

U n d e r s e c r e t a r y ,  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  W i l d l i f e ,  
a n d  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  F i s h e r i e s

A. K e l l  M c ln n is  I I I ,  A c t in g  S e c r e t a r y

RE: C o m m issio n  M e e t in g  A gen d a  -  D ecem b er 9 ,  1991

P l e a s e  w r i t e  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo a n d  r e t u r n  t o  S h a ry n  
B atem an  b y  W ed n ed ay , N ovem ber . 2 0 t h .  a n y  a g e n d a  i t e m s  y o u r  o f f i c e  
may h a v e  f o r  t h e  M onday , D ecem b er 9 t h  C o m m iss io n  m e e t in g  t o  b e  h e l d  
i n  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a ,  a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  
Q u a i l  D r iv e .  T h i s  m e e t in g  w i l l  b e g i n  a t  10 a .m . on  D ecem b er 9 t h .  
I f  y o u  d o  n o t  h a v e  a n y t h i n g  f o r  t h e  a g e n d a ,  p l e a s e  r e t u r n  memo a n d  
i n d i c a t e  s o  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo. We c a n n o t  a d d  a n y t h i n g  t o  
t h e  a g e n d a  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  c o m m is s io n  a c t i o n  a f t e r  we h a v e  p u b l i s h e d  
t h e  a g e n d a  i n  t h e  s t a t e  j o u r n a l .

R e s o l u t i o n s  a n d  N o t i c e s  o f  I n t e n t  s h o u ld  b e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  t h e  
l i s t  o f  i t e m s  t o  b e  p l a c e d  o n  t h e  a g e n d a .

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o o p e r a t i o n !

ENVIROMENTAL GROUP OF AMERICA

AKM/sb GYRES SEVIN

C: Don P u c k e t t HOUSTON FORET
Bob D e n n ie  
W in to n  V i d r i n e



A Kell Mclnms III 
Acting Secretary

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES

BATON ROUGE LA 70698 
PHONE (504) 765 2800

o o o e BUDDY ROEMER 
GOVERNOR

N ovem ber 8 1991

M E M O R A N D U M

TO

FROM

U n d e r s e c r e t a r y  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  W i l d l i f e  
a n d  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  F i s h e r i e s

A K e l l  M c ln m s  I I I  A c t in g  S e c r e t a r y

RE C o m m iss io n  M e e tin g  A gen d a  -  D ecem b er 9 1991

P l e a s e  w r i t e  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo a n d  r e t u r n  t o  S h a ry n  
B a tem an  b y  W edneday  N ovem ber 2 0 th  a n y  a g e n d a  i t e m s  y o u r  o f f i c e  
may h a v e  f o r  t h e  M onday D ecem b er 9 t h  C o m m iss io n  m e e t in g  t o  b e  h e l d  
i n  B a to n  R ouge  L o u i s i a n a  a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g  
Q u a i l  D r iv e  T h i s  m e e t in g  w i l l  b e g i n  a t  10 a  m o n  D ecem b er 9 t h  
I f  y o u  d o  n o t  h a v e  a n y t h i n g  f o r  t h e  a g e n d a ,  p l e a s e  r e t u r n  memo a n d  
i n d i c a t e  s o  o n  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo We c a n n o t  a d d  a n y t h i n g  t o  
t h e  a g e n d a  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  c o m m is s io n  a c t i o n  a f t e r  we h a v e  p u b l i s h e d  
t h e  a g e n d a  i n  t h e  s t a t e  j o u r n a l

R e s o l u t i o n s  a n d  N o t i c e s  o f  I n t e n t  s h o u ld  b e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  t h e  
l i s t  o f  i t e m s  t o  b e  p l a c e d  on  t h e  a g e n d a

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o o p e r a t io n *

y u
y

AKM/sb

C Don P u c k e t t
Bob D e n n ie  
W m to n  V i d n n e



R E C E I V E D
VA DEPARTMENT OF 

WILDLIFE ft FISHERIES

NOV 1 21991
a s s is t a n t  s e c r e t a r y  
OFFICE OF FISHERIES

A. Kell Mclrinis, III 
Acting Secretary

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  * 8 0 0 0

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70896 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

N ovem ber 8 ,  1991

9 ^ c iCopy to :  Bennie F.
Karen F .
John R.

Return agenda i tems to 
me by Nov. 19th.

BUDDYROEMER 
GOVERNOR

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: U n d e r s e c r e t a r y , A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  W i l d l i f e ,
a n d  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  F i s h e r i e s

FROM: A. K e l l  M c ln n is  I I I ,  A c t in g  S e c r e t a r y

RE: C o m m iss io n  M e e t in g  A gen d a  -  D ecem b er 9 ,  1991

P l e a s e  w r i t e  o n  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo a n d  r e t u r n  t o  S h a ry n  
B atem an  b y  W ed n ed ay , N ovem ber . 2 0 t h .  a n y  a g e n d a  i t e m s  y o u r  o f f i c e  
may h a v e  f o r  t h e  M onday , D ecem b er 9 t h  C o m m issio n  m e e t in g  t o  b e  h e l d  
i n  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a ,  a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  
Q u a i l  D r iv e .  T h i s  m e e t in g  w i l l  b e g i n  a t  10 a .m . o n  D ecem b er 9 t h .  
I f  v o u  d o  n o t  h a v e  a n y t h i n g  f o r  t h e  a g e n d a ,  p l e a s e  r e t u r n  memo a n d  
i n d i c a t e  s o  o n  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo. We c a n n o t  a d d  a n y t h i n g  t o  
t h e  a g e n d a  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  c o m m is s io n  a c t i o n  a f t e r  we h a v e  p u b l i s h e d  
t h e  a g e n d a  i n  t h e  s t a t e  j o u r n a l .

R e s o l u t i o n s  a n d  N o t i c e s  o f  I n t e n t  s h o u ld  b e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  t h e  
l i s t  o f  i t e m s  t o  b e  p l a c e d  on  t h e  a g e n d a .

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o o p e r a t i o n !

AKM/sb

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie
Winton Vidrine



Copy to:R E C E I V E D
LA. DEPARTMENT O F 

WILDLIFE & FISHERIES

WOV1 Z1991
ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
OFFICE OF FISHERIES

Bennie F.
Karen F.
John R.

Return agenda i tems to 
me by Nov. 19th.

JC

A. Kell Mclrinis, III DEPARTWEN^^ouF^NO F.SHE...
Acting Secretary b a t o n r o u g e . ua . 70898

PHONE (504) 765-2800

N ovem ber 8 ,  1991

BUDDYROEMER 
GOVERNOR

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: U n d e r s e c r e t a r y ,  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  W i l d l i f e ,
a n d  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  F i s h e r i e s

FROM: A. K e l l  M c ln n is  I I I ,  A c t in g  S e c r e t a r y

RE: C o m m issio n  M e e tin g  A genda -  D ecem b er 9 ,  1991

P l e a s e  w r i t e  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo a n d  r e t u r n  t o  S h a ry n  
B atem an  by  W edneday , N ovem ber 2 0 t h ,  a n y  a g e n d a  i t e m s  y o u r  o f f i c e  
may h a v e  f o r  t h e  M onday, D ecem b er 9 t h  C o m m issio n  m e e t in g  t o  b e  h e l d  
i n  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a ,  a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  
Q u a i l  D r iv e .  T h i s  m e e t in g  w i l l  b e g i n  a t  10 a .m . o n  D ecem ber 9 t h .  
I f  v o u  do  n o t  h a v e  a n y t h i n g  f o r  t h e  a g e n d a ,  p l e a s e  r e t u r n  memo a n d  
i n d i c a t e  s o  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo. We c a n n o t  a d d  a n y t h i n g  t o  
t h e  a g e n d a  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  c o m m is s io n  a c t i o n  a f t e r  we h a v e  p u b l i s h e d  
t h e  a g e n d a  i n  t h e  s t a t e  j o u r n a l .

R e s o l u t i o n s  a n d  N o t i c e s  o f  I n t e n t  s h o u ld  b e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  t h e  
l i s t  o f  i t e m s  t o  b e  p l a c e d  on  t h e  a g e n d a .

T h an k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o o p e r a t i o n l

AKM/sb

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie
Winton Vidrine

NOV 12 1991
FISH DIVISION



A. Kell Mclrinis, III 
Acting Secretary

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  9 * 0 0 0

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70698 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

N ovem ber 8 , 1991

BUDDY R0EMER 
GOVERNOR

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: U n d e r s e c r e t a r y ,  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  W i l d l i f e ,
a n d  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  F i s h e r i e s

FROM: A. K e l l  M c ln n is  I I I ,  A c t in g  S e c r e t a r y

RE: C o m m issio n  M e e t in g  A g enda  -  D ecem b er 9 ,  1991

P l e a s e  w r i t e  o n  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo a n d  r e t u r n  t o  S h a ry n  
B a tem an  b y  W edneday , N ovem ber . 2 0 t h ,  a n y  a g e n d a  i t e m s  y o u r  o f f i c e  
may h a v e  f o r  t h e  M onday, D ecem b er 9 t h  C o m m iss io n  m e e t in g  t o  b e  h e l d  
i n  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a ,  a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  
Q u a i l  D r iv e .  T h i s  m e e t in g  w i l l  b e g i n  a t  10 a .m . o n  D ecem b er 9 t h .  
I f  v o u  d o  n o t  h a v e  a n y t h i n g  f o r  t h e  a g e n d a ,  p l e a s e  r e t u r n  memo a n d  
i n d i c a t e  s o  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo. We c a n n o t  a d d  a n y t h i n g  t o  
t h e  a g e n d a  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  c o m m is s io n  a c t i o n  a f t e r  we h a v e  p u b l i s h e d  
t h e  a g e n d a  i n  t h e  s t a t e  j o u r n a l .

R e s o l u t i o n s  a n d  N o t i c e s  o f  I n t e n t  s h o u ld  b e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  t h e  
l i s t  o f  i t e m s  t o  b e  p l a c e d  on  t h e  a g e n d a .

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o o p e r a t i o n !

Don P u c k e t t  v /  
Bob D e n n ie  
W in to n  V i d r i n e



A . Kell M clnnis, III
A cting  S e c re ta ry

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  6 6 0 0 0

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70896 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

N ovem ber 8 ,  1991

R E C E I V E D
NOV 1 2 ■ “

INhOHIv'iATION & 
E D U C A T I O N  DIV.

BUDDY ROEMER 
GOVERNOR

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: U n d e r s e c r e t a r y ,  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  W i l d l i f e ,
a n d  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  F i s h e r i e s

FROM: A. K e l l  M c ln n is  I I I ,  A c t in g  S e c r e t a r y

RE: C o m m issio n  M e e t in g  A gen d a  -  D ecem b er 9 ,  1991

P l e a s e  w r i t e  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo a n d  r e t u r n  t o  S h a ry n  
B atem an  b y  W edneday , N ovem ber . 2 0 t h .  a n y  a g e n d a  i t e m s  y o u r  o f f i c e  
may h a v e  f o r  t h e  M onday , D ecem b er 9 t h  C o m m iss io n  m e e t in g  t o  b e  h e l d  
i n  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a ,  a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  
Q u a i l  D r iv e .  T h i s  m e e t in g  w i l l  b e g i n  a t  10 a .m . o n  D ecem b er 9 t h .  
I f  v o u  d o  n o t  h a v e  a n y t h i n g  f o r  t h e  a g e n d a ,  p l e a s e  r e t u r n  memo a n d  
i n d i c a t e  s o  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo. We c a n n o t  a d d  a n y t h i n g  t o  
t h e  a g e n d a  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  c o m m is s io n  a c t i o n  a f t e r  we h a v e  p u b l i s h e d  
t h e  a g e n d a  i n  t h e  s t a t e  j o u r n a l .

R e s o l u t i o n s  a n d  N o t i c e s  o f  I n t e n t  s h o u ld  b e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  t h e  
l i s t  o f  i t e m s  t o  b e  p l a c e d  o n  t h e  a g e n d a .

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o o p e r a t i o n !

AKM/sb

Don Puckett
Bob Denniet^
Winton Vidrine

n j i ' f l ' v

C:



a

A. Kell Mclrinis, III 
Acting Secretary

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
p o s t  o f f i c e  s o *  e e o o o  

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70896 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

N ovem ber 8 ,  1991

BUDDY ROEMER 
GOVERNOR

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: U n d e r s e c r e t a r y ,  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  W i l d l i f e ,
a n d  A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y - O f f i c e  o f  F i s h e r i e s

FROM: A. K e l l  M c ln n is  I I I ,  A c t in g  S e c r e t a r y

RE: C o m m issio n  M e e t in g  A g enda  -  D ecem b er 9 ,  1991

P l e a s e  w r i t e  o n  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo a n d  r e t u r n  t o  S h a ry n  
B atem an  b y  W edneday , N ovem ber 2 0 t h ,  a n y  a g e n d a  i t e m s  y o u r  o f f i c e  
may h a v e  f o r  t h e  M onday , D ecem b er 9 t h  C o m m issio n  m e e t in g  t o  b e  h e l d  
i n  B a to n  R o u g e , L o u i s i a n a ,  a t  t h e  W i l d l i f e  a n d  F i s h e r i e s  B u i l d i n g ,  
Q u a i l  D r iv e .  T h i s  m e e t in g  w i l l  b e g i n  a t  10 a .m . o n  D ecem b er 9 t h .  
I f  y o u  d o  n o t  h a v e  a n y t h i n g  f o r  t h e  a g e n d a .  P l e a s e  r e t u r n  memo a n d  
i n d i c a t e  s o  on  t h e  b o t to m  o f  t h i s  memo. We c a n n o t  a d d  a n y t h i n g  t o  
t h e  a g e n d a  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  c o m m is s io n  a c t i o n  a f t e r  we h a v e  p u b l i s h e d  
t h e  a g e n d a  i n  t h e  s t a t e  j o u r n a l .

R e s o l u t i o n s  a n d  N o t i c e s  o f  I n t e n t  s h o u ld  b e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  t h e  
l i s t  o f  i t e m s  t o  b e  p l a c e d  o n  t h e  a g e n d a .

T h an k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  c o o p e r a t i o n !

AKM/sb

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie
Winton Vidrine

i ^ i



1

A. Kell M clnnUm  
Acting Secretary

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Post Office Box 98000 

Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000 
(504) 765-2800 

N ovem ber 2 2 ,  1991

Buddy Roemer
Governor

M E M O  R A N D U M

TO:

FROM

A. K e l l  M c ln n is  
A c t in g  S e c r e t a r y

: y^5£Tommy P r i c k e t t  
jr/p  F u r  a n d  R e fu g e  D i v i s i o n

SUBJECT: C o m m issio n  M e e tin g  A t te n d a n c e

P l e a s e  b e  a d v i s e d  t h a t  I  w i l l  b e  r e p r e s e n t i n g  F u r  a n d  R e fu g e  
D i v i s i o n  a t  t h e  D ecem ber c o m m is s io n  m e e t in g .

I f  y o u  h a v e  a n y  q u e s t i o n s ,  p l e a s e  c o n t a c t  m e.

T P zd sg

An Equal Opportunity Employer



A. Kell Mclnnis HI
Acting Secretary

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries
Post Office Box 98000 

Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000 
(504) 765-2800

Buddy Roemer
Governor

N ovem ber 2 2 , 1991

M E M O R A N D U M

TO:

FROM:

K e l l  M c ln n i s ,  S e c r e t a r y

H ugh A. B a te m a n , A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  Game D iv is io n

SUBJECT: D ecem b er 9 t h  C o m m iss io n  M e e tin g

Game D i v i s i o n  w i l l  h a v e  3 p e o p l e  i n  a t t e n d a n c e  a t  t h e  D ecem b er 
9 t h  C o m m iss io n  M e e t in g :

1) Bob L o v e ; L and  A c q u i s i t i o n

2) D ave M o r r i s o n ;  L o u i s i a n a  D uck S tam p  P ro g ra m

3) Hugh B a te m a n ; H u n t in g  S e a s o n s  U p d a te

H A B :jh

c c .  D r. C h a b re c k
D ave M o r r is o n  
Bob L ove

An Equal Opportunity Employer



DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
p o s t  o f f i c e  b o x  9 6 0 0 0  BUDDY ROEMER

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 '  GOVERNOR
PHONE (504) 765-2800

November 8, 1991

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Undersecretary, Assistant Secretary-Office of Wildlife, 
and Assistant Secretary-Office of Fisheries

FROM: A.,Kell Mclnnis III, Acting Secretary

RE: Commission Meeting Agenda - December 9, 1991

A . Kell M clnnis, III
A cting  S e c re ta ry

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Wedneday, November . 20th, any agenda items your office 
may have for the Monday, December 9th Commission meeting to be held 
in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, at the Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 
Quail Drive. This meeting will begin at 10 a.m. on December 9th. 
If vou do not have anything for the agenda, please return memo and 
indicate so on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add anything to 
the agenda that requires commission action after we have published 
the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

AKM/sb

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie 
Winton Vidrine

RECEIVED
LA DEPARTMENT OF 

WILDLIFE & FISHERIES

NOV 1 2 91
HABITAT

CONSERVATION



A. Kell Mclrinis, III 
Acting Secretary

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  9 6 0 0 0

BATON ROUGE. LA. 70898 
PHONE (804) 765-2800

November 8, 1991

BUDDY ROEMER 
GOVERNOR

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Undersecretary, Assistant Secretary-Office of Wildlife,
and Assistant Secretary-Office of Fisheries

FROM: A. Kell Mclnnis III, Acting Secretary

RE: Commission Meeting Agenda - December 9, 1991

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Wedneday, November . 20th. any agenda items your office 
may have for the Monday, December 9th Commission meeting to be held 
in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, at the Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 
Quail Drive. This meeting will begin at 10 a.m. on December 9th. 
If you do not have anything for the agenda. Please return memo and 
indicate so on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add anything to 
the agenda that requires commission action after we have published 
the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation1

AKM/sb

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie
Winton Vidrine



A . Kell M clrinis, III
A cting  S e c re ta ry

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
P O S T  O F F IC E  B O X  * # 0 0 0

BATON ROUGE. LA. 70698 
PHONE (504) 765-2800

November 8, 1991

BUDDYROEMER 
GOVERNOR

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Undersecretary, Assistant Secretary-Office of Wildlife,
and Assistant Secretary-Office of Fisheries

FROM: A. Kell Mclnnis III, Acting Secretary

RE: Commission Meeting Agenda - December 9, 1991

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Wedneday, November _ 20th, any agenda items your office 
may have for the Monday, December 9th Commission meeting to be held 
in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, at the Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 
Quail Drive. This meeting will begin at 10 a.m. on December 9th. 
If you do not have anything for the agenda, please return memo and 
indicate so on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add anything to 
the agenda that requires commission action after we have published 
the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

AKM/sb

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie
Winton Vidrine



DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES
p o s t  o f f i c e  b o x  eeooo BUDDY ROEMER

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70698 GOVERNOR
PHONE (504) 765-2800

November 8, 1991

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Undersecretary, Assistant Secretary-Office of Wildlife,
and Assistant Secretary-Office of Fisheries

FROM: A. Kell Mclnnis III, Acting Secretary

RE: Commission Meeting Agenda - December 9, 1991

A . Kell M clnnis, III
A cting  S e c re ta ry

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Wedneday, November _ 20th. any agenda items your office 
may have for the Monday, December 9th Commission meeting to be held 
in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, at the Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 
Quail Drive. This meeting will begin at 10 a.m. on December 9th. 
If you do not have anything for the agenda, please return memo and 
indicate so on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add anything to 
the agenda that requires commission action after we have published 
the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

AKM/sb

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie
Winton Vidrine



A. Kell Mclnnis HI
Acting Secretary

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Post Office Box 98000 

Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000 
(504) 765-2800 

November 22, 1991

Buddy Roemer
Governor

M E M O R A N D U M

TO A. Kell Mclnnis 
Acting Secretary

FROM: y^g^ommy Pnckett
Fur and Refuge Division

SUBJECT: Commission Meeting Attendance

Please be advised that I will be representing Fur and Refuge 
Division at the December commission meeting.

If you have any questions, please contact me.

TP:dsg

W  2 5 91
OFFICE OF

assistant secretary

An Equal Opportunity Employer



A. Kell Mclnnis HI
Acting Secretary

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries 
Post Office Box 98000 

Baton Rouge, LA 70898-9000 
(504) 765-2800

Buddy Roemer
Governor

November 22, 1991

M E M O R A N D U M

TO:

FROM:

Kell Mclnnis, Secretary

Hugh A. Bateman, Administrator, Game Division

SUBJECT: December 9th Commission Meeting

Game Division will have 3 people in attendance at the December 
9th Commission Meeting:

1) Bob Love? Land Acquisition

2) Dave Morrison; Louisiana Duck Stamp Program

3) Hugh Bateman; Hunting Seasons Update

HAB:jh

cc. Dr. Chabreck
Dave Morrison 
Bob Love

m 2 5 91
OFFICE OF WILDLIFE 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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A. Kell Mclrinis, III 
Acting Secretary

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE AND FISHERIES 
post o f f i c e  eox eeooo 

BATON ROUGE, LA. 70898 
PHONE (604) 766-2800

November 8, 1991

BUDDY ROEMER 
/ GOVERNOR

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Undersecretary, Assistant Secretary-Office of Wildlife,
and Assistant Secretary-Office of Fisheries

FROM: A. Kell Mclnnis III, Acting Secretary

RE: Commission Meeting Agenda - December 9, 1991

Please write on the bottom of this memo and return to Sharyn 
Bateman by Wedneday, November . 20th, any agenda items your office 
may have for the Monday, December 9th Commission meeting to be held 
in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, at the Wildlife and Fisheries Building, 
Quail Drive. This meeting will begin at 10 a.m. on December 9th. 
If vou do not have anything for the agenda, please return memo and 
indicate so on the bottom of this memo. We cannot add anything to 
the agenda that requires commission action after we have published 
the agenda in the state journal.

Resolutions and Notices of Intent should be included with the 
list of items to be placed on the agenda.

Thank you for your cooperation!

AKM/sb

C: Don Puckett
Bob Dennie 
Winton Vidrine

RECEIVED
LA DEPARTMENT OF 

WILDLIFE & FISHERIES

NOV 1 2 91 REC’D
habitat

CONSERVATION NOV 2 5 91
OFFICE OF WILDLIFE 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY


